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Jo JX. * 
IS with no ſmall reluctance that I 
* 2 have prevail'd with myſelf at laſt 
to take notice of your Reply to my 
Letter to Dr. Waterland : Your Criticiſms 
upon it are either ſo trifling, or ſo falſe, thar 
| was perfe&ly ſecure of their making any 
impreſſion to my diſadvantage on men of 
ſenſe or learning : and as it has been my 
care in what I have hitherto offered to the 
Publick, to conſult both the profit and plea- 


lurc of my Reader, ſo I was loth to fit down 
to 


— — —— 


to a Controverſy unlikely to afford either; to gio 
diſpute only about words, and ſquabble about N of 


the grammatical conſtruction of ſeparate Scraps 
and Quotations. 3 
However, ſince nothing elſe that deſeryes 
the leaſt attention has appear'd on the occa- 
ſion but his Reply of yours, which by the 
folemn gravity of its ſtile, and the air of au. 
* thority it breathes, may poſſibly paſs with 
ſome for a learned and judicious performance, 
I have thought proper to give it a particular 
examination; eſpecially as it will afford me 
an opportunity of explaining myſelf more 
_ clearly in ſome points where, contrary to my 


intention, I may perhaps have given offence; * 
and of opening by the way ſome queſtions o 4e 
great importance, towards ſettling Chriſtianity I Y 4. 
on its true and natural foundation. ing 1 
The clamour you raiſe againſt me is for gο 

attempting to weaken the authority of Moſes, - 
and u 


and your Title page like an Alarm bell give 
Warning thro' the Nation of an Enemy gone cann 

_ _ out to lay waſte and deſtroy Revelation, and Quart 
propagate Infidelity ; and yet I defy you 9 Chr// 
ſhew any thing advanced in ny Letter, for may 

which 1 have not the authority of the believer | 
and moſt rational Apologiſts both ancient andi to yo 
modern, as well of the Tewiſb as Chriſtian R. '*llin 

Agion. Tis not my deſign to deſtroy or weak! 
en any thing but thoſe ſenſeleſs ſyſtems and 

prejudices, which ſome tiff and cloudy Di 
vines will needs faſten to the body of Rell 
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(3) 


gion, as neceſſary and eſſential to the ſupport 
of it. For in this age of Scepticiſm, where 
Chriſtianity is ſo vigorouſly attacked and as it 
were cloſely beſieged, the true way of defend- 
ing it, is not to enlarge the compaſs of its 
fortifications, and make more help neceſſary 
to its defence, than it can readily furniſh, but 
like skilful Engineers, to demoliſh its weax 
outworks, that ſerve only for ſhelter and 
lodgment to the enemy, whence to batter it 
the more effectually, and draw it within the 
compaſs of its firm and natural entrench- 
ments, which will be found in the end im- 
pregnable. | | 
You ſay, that Dr. Waterland's character as 
alearned and rational advocate for Chriſtiant- 
ij drew down the weight of my wit and read- 
ing upon him, and that he had done too much 
good, not to receive ill at the hands of the fa- 
vourers of Infidelity '. But is not this both raſh 
and uncharitable to aſſert ſo roundly what you 
cannot know to be true; that the ground of my 
quarrel to the Doctor is the good he was doing 
Chriſtianity ? Tis poſlible, Sir, that my name 
may not always continue a ſecret, and when-. 
ever I ſhall have the honour of being known 


to you, if I be not thought incapable of quar- 
telling with any man for the good he does; and 


if my life be not found as exemplary and 


zrecable to the rules of the Goſpel, as that of 


; 4: Reply, P · 6. 5 
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the moſt zealous champion of you all; then MW + 
will I allow every thing you can ſay or ſuf. MW oz 
pect of me to be juſt and reaſonable. 

In the mean while I contemn your ground. 
leſs charge of Infidelity ; declare myſelf a tru: 
Friend to Chriſtianity 5 which I am able, | 
think, to defend by principles much more rz 
tional and conſiſtent than thoſe you ſeem poſ- 
ſeſſed of; as will appear very clear in the ſe. 
quel of this controverſy. And I muſt withal 

declare, that I have no quarrel at all to Dr. a. 
terland, but on the contrary a great reſpect for 
his known learning and abilities; am perſia 
ded only that whatever good he deſigned, his 
way of defending Scripture is very ſure of do- 
ing miſchief to the common Religion we pro- 
feſs : this I have ſhewn in my Letter to him bi 
| ſeveral inſtances, and could have ſhewn it in x 
many more had it been neceſſary, with no other 
view, than to divert him from purſuing a me- 
thod of defence ſo dangerous to the cauſe he 
was vindicating : but ſince my Remonſtrance 
has made no impreſſion on him; and he ha 
now thought fit to ſecond the blow he had gi 
ven, tho I am ſtill the more confirmed by his 
laſt performance in the ſentiments I had de 
clared of the firſt, yet I ſhall hardly give myſelf 
or him any farther trouble, as it could ſerve on 
1y to illuſtrate and ſpread the ſcandal alrcady 
given, by collecting and pointing it out to 
the Reader; which I have no inclination to 
do any farther than I may be obliged to = 

. | 6 


Fa} - 

the Doctor or Yourſelf in vindication of my 
own credit and judgment. | 

In all Controverſies about Religion, th 
chief provocation to men of ſenſe is to ſee a 
ſet of raſh, dogmatical Divines, whoſe minds, 
prepoſſeſſed with ſyſtems and darkened with 
prejudices, could never ſee thro the miſts 
their Nurſes and Mothers had ſpread about 
their eyes, ſetting themſelves up for the only 
guides and teachers of truth to the Nation ; 
requiring the learning and reaſon of mankind 
to ſubmit to their arbitrary deciſions, and 
branding with the name of Sceptick and In- 
fidel, all who cannot admit their manner of 
explaining and defining the terms of Chriſti- 
an Faith. Such Divines as theſe are ſo far 
from acting up to the character they aſſume; 
of Phyſicians of the ſout, by ſhewing any care 
to gild the pill they preſcribe, and temper 
their medicines to the ſtate and condition of 
the Patient, that they expect to treat rational 
creatures, as Farriers do their Horſes, tie them 
up by the noſe, and ſo make them ſwallow 
whatever they think fit to throw dowft: Theſe 
are the men I {ſhall ever quarrel with, as the 
Tyrants and Oppreſſors of Reaſon and Con- 
ſcience, and conſequently enemies to the 
peace and happineſs of mankind, | 

But tis time to open the ſtate of our preſent. 


Controverſy : Tour buſmeſs, you ſay i, with 
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me 


(6) 
me is not to enter into diſpute about the Rea. 
ſonings advanced in my Letter, but to ſet be. 
fore me and expoſtulate with me about the 
many falſboods it abounds with, both in quo. 
tations and hiſtorical facts. And here we ſee 
the firſt ſpecimen of your art and inſincerity; 
for tho' you pretend not to meddle at all with 
my Reaſonings, yet a great part of your per. 
formance is wholly employed in examining 
them: nor do you ever omit the leaſt oppor- 
tunity of cavilling at them, as far as you darc 
venture, which is generally out of your depth, 
as we ſhall frequently ſee in the progreſs of 
this diſpute : But twas prudent to ſecure a re- 
treat beforchand, that whenever you come to 
be puſh'd, you might ſhelter yourſelf under 
this previous declaration, that it was not my 
Reaſonings, but my Quotations you had un 
dertaken to attack. | 
Again, as to the many falſhoods of my Qu 
tations, you betray at ſetting out a ſtrange diſ 
ingenuity, for you undertake to convict me of 
having hardly made one original Quotation of 
an Author in his true ſenſe, very often in a 
ſenſe moſt oppoſite to the true one". A com. 
pleat victory indeed! not to leave one Quota 
tion alive! not to let a ſingle one eſcape, but 
to treat theſe Rebels to Religion, like Cats 
line's Rebels to the State, mow them all down 
in the very ranks where they ſtand. But this 


' Reply, p. 7, | 
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ea- is purſuing only the old rule Calumny; zo 
be. calumniate ſtrongly, without any regard to 
the Wl truth, that ſomething at laſt may ſtick : for 
1u0- Wl tho you wou d prepoſſeſs the Reader with the 
ſee notion, that I have not repreſented ſo much as 
ty; N one Quotation truly; yet out of about four- 
vich Wl [core, which are referred to in my ſhort Let- 
per- Ml ter, all you pretend to criticiſe are but fifteen; 
ling and of this number Z4wwo are thrown in merely 
por- WW to enhance the reckoning, and do not at all 
dare relate to 929 notations, but contain only 
pth, Wl ome cavils to my Reaſonimes. | 
fs of Laſtly, as to the many falſhoods of my Hiſto- 
a rc- ¶ rical Facts, which you proclaim me guilty of 
ic to in your Title page; the whole number you 
nder WM conteſt with me amounts only to ore: and 
t m Wl tho' to ſave your credit you would fain ſtretch 
un. it to #wo, yet your ſecond inſtance concerns 

no fact at all, but my ſolution only of a fact, 
Qu. about which we both join iſſue, viz. the M. 
e dil- WM [arc account of the Confuſion of Babel. Is this 
ne of ¶ : greeable to the gravity and character you aſ- 
on of ume of an Advocate of Chriſtianity ? or can 
; 20.4 it do any good to the Cauſe of Religion to de- 
com-. fend it by ſuch artful methods of Calumny ; 
ute. ¶ and in the very act of expoſing, as you pre- 
e, but tend, my want of veracity, to give the real 
ſcandal of ſo notorious and wilful an inſin- 
ccrity ? 

But to proceed to the examination of your 
ſeyeral Criticiſms; which 1 ſhall take notice 
of in the order as they offer themſelves, nei- 

2 5 ther 


rh 


ther evading nor palliating the force of any 


of them. | hs fe | 
You begin your attack by charging me t 
with four inſtances of falſification in as many 1 
examples of quotations made from Cicero; s 
and accuſe me not only of prejudice and par. t 
tiality, but of quoting him for ſaying what / 
he really does not ſay ; nay, what he 4d;ſclaims v 
and declares againſt" ; and conclude by la. ir 
menting that this Great Maſter of Reaſon WM tt 
ſhould have ſo unworthy a Follower as Myſelf. WM 
This you confirm as to the two firſt inſtances, C 
by ſhewing that I have imputed to Cicero, a 
what he ſpeaks only under the perſon of Cotta re 
and under the fiction of a Dialague, and what in 
muſt not therefore be conſidered as his own C. 
Opinion. 952 th 
But you muſt needs be little acquainted aft 
with Ciceros Dialogues, to imagine that under W © 
theſe feign d characters he does not frequently pe: 
repreſent his own real thoughts: Tou ill won WM far 
der, ſays he, in his letter to Varro, prefix d to the 
his Academick Queſtions, to find a Converſu WM of 


Trion deſcribed between you and me which ut tio 
never held together, but you know the manner I h 
of Dialogues * and in the Preface of his B con 
of Old Age, he tells us, that he had aflign1Fl dec 
the principal part to Old Cato, in order toll yer 
give the greater weight and authority to hi 


1 Reply to the Letter, p. q, 10. 
2 Epiſt. Fam. 1. 9. ad Varton. 8. 
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own ſentiments". Now in this Book about 
the Nature of the Gods, whence my two Quo- 
tations are taken, He has inſtituted a Dialogue 
between three perſons, of the three different 
' Sets of Philoſophy of moſt credit at that 
time in the world; HVelleius the Epicurean, 
Balbus the Stoick, and Cotta the Academick : 
which laſt from the Principles of that Philo- 
ſophy undertakes to confute the Notions of 
the Stoicłs, about Religion and the Gods: and 
does not every one who knows any thing of 
Cicero, know that he was of the ſame Set7 ; 
a conſtant Follower of the Academy in his 
real Judgment? ſo that if there be any thing 
in that whole Dialogue, which can be called 
Ciceros own more peculiarly and properly 
than the reſt, tis the very part and character 
aſſigned to Cotta: for in his ſecond Book of 
Divination, where he diſputes in his own 
perſon, he takes the ſame ſide, and uſes the 
ſame arguments, which he had put here into 
the mouth of Cotta, to confute the opinion 
of the Stoichs about Religion and Divina- 
tion. Where then does he diſclaim the paſſages 


I have quoted? why no where; but on the 


contrary in other places confirms them; and 
declares only in general in the cloſe of this 
very Conference, that the argument of Balbus 


48 Sermonem tribuimus non Thoda M. Catoni 


ſeni quo majorem auctoritatem haberet Oratio. 


or 


=... 
or the Stoick ſeemed ſamewhat the move pro- th 
bable" : which may well be looked upon as a 
compliment to Brutus, to whom he addreſſes 
this very book; for as Brutus was a Stoick, it 
was but a proper civility in a Dialogue dedi. 
_ cated to him, to give a ſlight preference to the 
Principles he profeſſed ; as we find him to 
have actually done on another occaſion, in 
allowing the Philoſophy that Brutus followed 
to be the beſt 2, tho himſelf was of a different 
But you carry the point ſtill farther, and 
tell us, that the ſentences here quoted arc 
ſo far from being Ciceros, that they are not 
even Corta's; who owns at laſt, that all he 
lad been ſaying was not built on any certain 
'udement, but propoſed only for arguments 
25 in which he Ss 2 be — 
And here whilſt you fancy yourſelf puſhing 
your adverſary, you betray only your own ig- 
norance: for eyery one converſant in Antiqui- 
ty cannot but know, that it was the peculiar 
character and diſtinction of the Academy, Nut 
tum judicium interponere ; to deliver nothing 
dogmatically, to declare no judgment of its 
own; to follow only the probable; and beat 
down every thing advanced as certain or ſelf 
evident 3. Cotta therefore, tho agreeably to 


I De Nat. Deor. I. 3. ad fin. 2 Qui tum in Philoſophia, 
tum in optimo genere Philoſophiz tantum proceſſeris. De 
Fin. 1. 3. init. 3 De Divin. I. z, 3. Hæe in Philoſophia ratio 

-eontra omnia diſſerendi, nullamque rem judicandi, &c. Nat. 
Deor. 1. init, = 50 
the 


{2h 
the Principles of his Se, he might with to 
be confuted, that is, to have ſome greater de- 
gree of probability offered to him, than what 
he had before acquieſced in; yet muſt be ſup- 
poſed in the mean while to have embraced 
and approved the Sentiments he had been aſ- 
ſerting in this Diſpute as the moſt probable. 

Your Cavil to my next Quotation is ſtill 
more ridiculous, for tho' tis truly taken from 
Cicero, yet tis found there, you ſay, in the 
mouth of an Objector. Where I muſt own my 
ſelf puzzled to gueſs what you would be at : 
for you no ſooner ſtart the Cavil, than con- 
fute it yourſelf; telling us that Cicero ſays 
the ſame thing in another place, and in anſwer- 
me the very objection acknowledges the truth 
12 1 but is a fact then leſs true for being 
propoſed as an Objection? nay is there not the 
greater preſumption of its weight for being 
offered in that form? and if it be true, which 
is all Fm concern'd for, tis entirely the fame - 
thing, whether it be put as a Queſtion, Anſwer, 
or Objection: tis put, it ſeems, in Tully as 
an Objection, and tis put juſt ſo in my Letter; 
where I ſhall leave it in its place, without 
loſing more time about a Criticiſm ſo im- 
periments! © (1 » | be 

Your laſt inſtance of Falſification charged on 
me from Tully, is the mention of a Dream 4 
Alexander the great, about a Serpent ſpeak- 


15 Rep. Bo Ie: 
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to him, which Tally, I ſay, makes merry 
— To this you give a double Anſwer: Firſt, 
That tho Cicero had laugh d at ſuch a Dream, 
yet tis no more a conſequence than that my 
left hand is my right, that he would have 
laugh'd at the Story of a Serpent's really 
ſpe ahing, when atteſte fo * — Y, as "tis h 
Mo pes. Secondly, that in fact, he did not 
laugh at the Dream at all, and that tis all a 
merry invention of my own". And ſo far] 
agree with you, that what he ridicules is not 
ſo much the extravagance of a Dream, a thing 
common with every body, as the pretended 
miraculous effect of it, and the fooliſh credu- 
lity of thoſe who look on ſuch Dreams as ſent 
from God. But I inſiſt upon it withal, that 
he laughs too at the fancy of a Serpent's 
ſpeaking, and that eſpecially when it had its 
mouth full; but as this was not the caſe of 
 Moſes's — ent, you think it clear, that had 
he met with the Story ſo well atteſted by the 
graveſt and moſt ancient of all Hiſtorians he 
muſt needs have believed it. 

This indeed is a curious and ingenious 
Problem, worthy the meditation of ſo judi- 
cious a perſon as your ſelf, whether Cicero 
would have believed this Story or no: and tho 
I have neither leiſure nor inclination to diſcus 
it with you at preſent, yet cannot help of- 
fering a hint or two which may be of uſe in 
WO important an enquiry. 


*Rep. p. 12, 13. | 
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1 WW. Cicero then aſſerts on all occaſions, that 
i, Mour belief or opinion of things ought not ta 
1m, ¶ (depend on Teſtimony or Authority, but on the 
my Mucight and moment of Reaſons: condemns the 
ve {M7 1thagoreans for their Ipſe dixit, or implicit 
% ach in their Maſter Pythagoras: and declares 
by Mit wworthy of 4 Philoſopher or Man of Senſe 
ot Mito appeal to ſuch Witneſſes as may be ſuſpett- 
Ja to have falſified or feigned the Fatts they 
ir 1 ate; and to ſhew the Truth of things by ex- 
not rraordinary Events inſtead of Arguments 1. 
ing Theſe, Sir, were the Sentiments of Cicero, and 
led {Wl muſt leave it to your contemplation, whether 
du- {MW perſon poſſeſſed of ſuch notions could eaſily 
ent ake up with a Story ſo ſurprizing and prodi- 
hat gious on the ſingle Teſtimony of an Author, 
it's vho lived above two thouſand years after the 
its d, tho he pretended, as you ſay, to be in- 
of ired. | 1 
nad "Bur ſince you have thought fit to call this 
the N ctory again upon the ſtage, and vouch for C;- 
c he Were, that he would have believed it on the 
ame good Authority that Fews and Chriſtians 
4; pray tell us, Sir, after all, what it is that 
ve Chriſtians are obliged to believe of it: 


Non enim tam auctores in diſputando, quam rationis mo- 
menta quzrenda ſunt nec probare ſoleo id, quod de 
Iythagoricis accepimus, quos ferunt, fi quid affirmarent in diſ- 
putando, cum ex 1is quæreretur, quare ita eſſet, reſpondere ſo- 
los, Ipſe dixit De Nat. Deor. l. 2. WE 

Hoc ego Philoſophi non arbitror teſtibus uti ; qui aut caſu 
rr, aut malitia falſi, fitique eſſe poſſunt. Argumentis et ra- 
tionibus oportet quare quidque ita ſit docere ; non eventis, &c. 
vin. J. 2. 3 


2 Muſt 
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. (14) 
Muſt we believe it to be all an A/egory ? No, 
tis the Allegorical Interpretation that hy 
drawn this clamour upon me of weakning thy 
Authority of Moſes, and favouring Infidelity 
Muſt we believe it to be all Literal? No 
we are not allowed to do that, fince there; 
certainly much Myſtery in it. What then att 
we to do? why, we are to conſider it neither 
as Fact nor Fable; neither Literal nor All. 
gorical ; but both together: to interpret ons 


otior 


tentence literally; the next allegorically; the Ws but 
third again literally, and fo on to the end of have t. 
the Chapter; which like the very Serpent i N Narbe. 
treats of, is all over ſpotted and ſpecklcd, ¶ Ne all 
here with Letter, there with Myſtery, and Nm; 
ſometimes with a daſh of both. hurc 
For inſtance; God made Man, we acceyt ooked 
literally; but after his own image, in a figw ſous c 
rative or metaphorical ſenſe: that God nad Phi 
Woman, we believe literally; but out of thc Hender 
Rib of Man moſt interpret a/legorically : Gut Miftory 
planted a Garltwor e dere Comme holly 
tators are endlefly divided between Letter and i /u/ 
Altegory ; fome will have it to be in heaven, Ws par 
fome on earth, others in a middle region be Ie ſo n 
tween both. Again; the Serpent was mit, 
ſubtle than any Beaſt of the-field, we under Mir in 
ſtand literally; but this ſubtle creature no diver 
ſooner accoſts Eve, than he becomes an alle oo 
gorical Beaſt ; the old Serpent; the old D. ro. 
ceiver, Satan. Laſtly, as to the puniſhment f ren. 
denounced on the Offenders, Iii put %Miryrete: 


2 


(Ws) 


ty between thee and the Woman, and be- 


t * ween thy ſeed and her ſeed ; it ſhall bruiſe 
WW head, and thou fhalt bruiſe his heel ; *tis 
elity, l Allegory, all a great Myſtery. 


Now is it not more rational to follow one 
niform, conſiſtent way of Interpretation, 
han to jump at every ſtep ſo arbitrarily from 
Letter to Allegory : and if the Letter be 
und in fact contradictory to Reaſon and the 
jotions we have of God, what is there left 
but to recur to Allegory? for which we 
ave the authority of moſt of the Primitiue 
athers, and the beſt 7ewiſb Writers : and 
he allegorical way of expounding was ſo far 
tom giving ſcandal in former ages of the 
hurch, that on the contrary, to ſlight it was 


ccept Mooked upon as heretical and full of dange- 
few Nous conſequences 7. 

mad Philo, the moſt learned and orthodox de- 
f the {ſender of the Jewiſb Religion, treats this very 


tory of the Creation and Fall of Man as 
holly a/legorical. By Paradiſe, ſays he, we 
1 ſuppoſe enizgmatically ſignified the govern- 
w part of the Soul, full * ohinions, 
e ſo many Plants ; by the Tree of Life, Piety 


! Propter has cauſas omnia quz de Paradiſo dicta ſunt ſpiri- 


iter intelligentes Interpretes, quorum meminimus, dixerunt, 
noed diverſæ natz ſint hæreſes a quibuſdam hominibus qui car- 
alle liter audierunt, quæ de Deo et Paradiſo dicuntur, &c. Vid. 
D bliothec, Patrum, per Marg. de la Bigue. Par. 1589. Tom. 1. 
LU 270. | 


dunt inter Hzreticos qui contendunt mĩnimè convenire, ut 
ſet. Teſtamenti ſcripta myſticè atque aliter quam de rebus ipſis 
erpretentur, &c. ibid. p. 409. c. 3. | 

towards 


1 


(16) 
rowards God, the greateſt of Virtues, þ 
which the Soul is made immortal: by the Try 
of ons. of Good and Evil, our commy 
Underſtanding, by which we diſtinguiſh thing 
contrary to each other in nature, &c. All 
when he comes to the ſtory of the Serpem 
Theſe things, ſays he, are not like the fabul 
Fictions of Poets and _ but fun 
tie or typical Leſſons of Inſtruction, invitiy 
us to ſearch for the Allegorical Senſe, by f 
diſcovery of its latent and hidden meaniy 
in which whoever follows the moſt proba 
conjecture, will find the Serpent, as tis an : 
called, to be the ſymbol of Pleaſure" : M! 
whence he goes on to give the ſame Allg 
rica Interpretation of the whole, which 
have done in my Letter. 1 
Clemens of Alexandria tells us, that alli; 5 
ters, whether Barbarians or Greeks, who hi 
ever treated of Theology, have induſtrinl 
| obſcured the beginning and origin of things, 77 
|  delrvering the Truth in . Anigmas, Symin 1 
Allegories, Metaphors and ſuch like figures? 
And in another place, that the whole Sill, | y 
ture is written in the Parabolical Stile 3, it : 
which he gives ſeveral reaſons. ler, 
Euſebius ſhews, that Moſes's Hiſtory of 
= Creation, of Paradiſe and the Fall of Man, 
| delivered by him in this recondite and [ym 
| 7 Philo de Opificio Mun. p. 35, 36, &c. 2 Strom. l. 5.0 ' Preps 


T. 2. p. 658. Edit. Potter. 5 HayeCeames uf 6 , P. 20 
var fe Pax, ib. IL 6. D. $03. s 5 © J eter, 
= - 85 2, > . - al 


e 
lical way of learning; and that Plato, (chang- 
ing only the names, as of Paradiſe into the 
Garden of Fupiter, &c.) has copied the whole 
Story, and allegoriſed it juſt as Moſes had done 
before him ; of which he gives likewiſe ſome 
other examples. | 
And that the Primitive Writers in general 
eſteemed the ſymbolical or figurative interpreta- 
im of Scripture, to be on many occaſions the 
only method of vindicating it, is very cer- 
ain and undeniable: for inſtance, the Mo- 
aic Laws about Animals clean and unclean were 
onfidered by them as wholly allegorical, full 
ff a hidden and myſtical meaning: The Law, 
as Philo, accounts the Camel an unclean beaſt, 
becauſe tho" he chews the cud, he does not divide 
he boof ; now i wwe conſider this according ta 
he outward Letter, tis hard to ſay, what ſenſe 
re is in it, but if according to the inward 
meaning, there is a moſt clear and neceſſary one, 
Fc, which he goes on to explain: . g 
When Moſes told the People, ſays Barnabas, 
at they were to abſtain from ſuch and ſuch A. 
mals ; the Command of God does not import æ 
ral Prohibition to eat; but Moſes ſpoke ſpiritu- 
, and by probibiting Swine's fleſh, meant only 
ſay, thou ſhalt not keep company, or join thy 
if to ſuch Men, as in their manners are like to 
wine, &c. 3 


A 206. 3 8. Barnab. Epiſt. c. x. p. 30. Edit. 
0 er. 9 LEN ” 
| D Glemens 


Præpar. Evang. p. 343. Edit. R. Steph. . De Agri- 
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Clemens of Alexandria, Euſebius, Lafantin, 
&c. follow Barnabas's interpretation: Tertul. 
lian goes further, and ſays, that nothing i; þ fn 
contemptible as the Myſaic Laws about the d, Nhe 
tinction and frohibition of animal food: and 0. 


? 8 way 
rigen ſtill more freely; that if we take them l. #4 
Aa, they are unworthy of God, and leſs rat. = 
onal than the Laws of Men, as of the Roman, F 
Athenians, Lacedemonians; 1 that ſome f jou 
them are contray to reaſon and impoſſible to bf oon, 
obſerved '. ſoon 
Thus far then you muſt needs allow 41 ware 
to be orthodox; clear of any attempt either * 
againſt the Authority of Moſes, or in favaur ſs 
Infidelity ; unleſs you will involve in the fam :-.. 
crime with me the moſt pious and learnet "MP 
Fathers of the Church, and the ableſt Defender Ks 
of Chriſtianicy in all Ages: i Let us ſee hoy gathe 
juſt your charge upon me is in the followi Ha- 
Articles ; particularly that of rhe Jewiſh Gr Foyt 
| cumcifion; where you next examine what you | 
have advanced in relation to zts divine Oryi your 
| You affirm in the firſt place, that I bin taugh 
with the Author of Chriſtianity as old, &c. thi ſed, 
Circumcifion was borrowed from Agypt *. Bu yy F: 
pray, Sir, where have I declared that I thin 120 
ſo? All that I endeavoured or intended i E. 
ſhew, was the raſhneſs and unreaſonableneſs i But 
thoſe Divines, who aſſert its divine Origin ¶ rue ir 
a ſtile ſo dogmatical and overbearing as cann yu, i 


* Vid. ibid. Cotelerii Not. "Re 2 Reply. p. 15 
| f 


( 19 ) 

aa fail of giving diſguſt to Men of candour and 
ertul learning ; not allowing the leaſt colour of rea- 
3% Gs to the contrary opinion, but treating it as 
be di. the meer effect of malice and ignorance; a 
nd 0. way of defence ſo contrary to good ſenſe and 
em he good manners, chat the cauſe of Religion muſt 
vr 4 needs ſuffer by it. AB 

"00 However, Sir, had I really thought, what 
wu power to convince me of an error, as we ſhall 


i ſoon ſee by the weak attempt you make to- 
mn þ 


either 
vo. 
e ſame 
earned 
enden 
e hoy 
OWIn , 
Y Cir 


mine from Joſepbus, you ſay, Tis plain that 
Joſepbus does not ſpeak there of any Egyptians 
arcumciſed, but Prieſts only; and that if I 
bad tranſlated him right, my Argument would 
have been ſpoiled; and that for your part, you 
gather from what Joſephus ſays of Herodotus, 
that he underſiood Herodotus to mean that the 
Egyptian Prieſts only were circumciſed : whence 
you form immediately an Hypotheſis out of 
your own brain; that theſe Prieſts of Ag 
taught te Prieſts of other Nations to be circum- 


only for the ſake, not of Cleanlineſs, as I render 
the word xabapriG >, but of Purity, or inter- 
nal Holineſs, juſt as it was among the Fews 1. 
But now, Sir, if the contrary to this be 
rue in every particular; if the Ægyptian Peo- 
ple in general, and not the Prieſts only were cir- 


Rep. p. 15, &c. 8 
D 2 cumciſed; 


wat. you impute to me, tis not at leaſt in your 
f ; 


wards it. For in conſidering a Quotation of 


qed, on pretence that it was neceſſary in ſuch 


' l 
115 
FOE | 
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eumciſed ; if Joſepbhus underſtood Herodotus in 
that very ſenſe, and laſtly, if Circumciſſon was 
uſed by them juſt as I have ſaid, for 7 
ſake of outward Cleanlineſs, and not as your 
Criticiſm imports, inward Purity; what will 
you fay for yourſelf; what excuſe will you 
make for giving me ſo much trouble? Wil 
not the Reader begin to ſuſpect that with all 
this Gravity you are but a Pretender to 
Learning, without any ſound ſhare of it; that 
the Knowledge you are maſter of, is ſupplied 
from Scraps and marginal Citations, without 
any thorough acquaintance with Antiquity, 
or the Authors you refer to? and as oft 
therefore as you are engaged to treat a queſ- 
tion to the bottom, like a Man fighting 
in the dark, inſtead of beating your Adver- 
ſary, will oftner be found beating the Air and 
bruiſing your own Knuckles againſt Poſts or 
Walls? of which we ſhall ſee many an in- 
ſtance before I've done with you. 

For ſuppoſe rhat I had allowed the very 
thing that you contend for; that the Prep: 
only were circumciſed in Ægypt; how would 
my Argument have been ſpoiled by it? Was 
it impoſſible for Moſes, who was bred up 
among thoſe very Prieſts, and inſtructed in 
all their Learning, to have copied Circumci/i 
from them, and yet extend it further after 
wards by impoſing it on the People too? but 
not to dwell on Hypotheſis, let us enquire 
into the Fact. e | 1 
| | N 


( 21 ) 
The Authors I have quoted, the oldeſt, 
who give any account of Circumciſion, He- 
rodotus, Diodorus Siculus, Strabo, mention it 
aways as a cuſtom common to the whole 
ation, without giving the leaſt hint or rea- 
ſon to believe that it was confin'd to Prieſts 
alone: Agatharcides, as quoted by Photrus, 


1 all Nys expreſly that all the Ægyptians were cir- 
r to unciſed: and Suidas hints the ſame in the 
that Word . Strabo indeed adds, what is 
plied ronfirmed likewiſe by other Writers, that the 
hout Women were alſo circumciſed * : which fully 
uity, MWonfures your Notion, and ſhews the Practice 
; oft o have been general. 9 
juel- A Queſtion indeed may ariſe about the 
ating pöbligation to it; whether it was of abſolute 
Iver- Neceſſity or not to all; and there may poſſi- 
and ly have been ſome diſtinction between 


Friefts and People on this account: but that 
t was commonly and generally practiſed by 
l, can admit of no doubt from the concur- 


very {Went Teſtimony of all Authors: and tis cer- 
refs Nein that as the Jews would receive none 
rould Ie the Paſſover, but the circumciſed; fo the 
Was Mfg1/7:ans admitted none elſe to their religi- 
d up e My/teries 3; fo that Pythagoras was for- 
ed in Ned to be circumciſed, to procure admittance 
cif Io their recondite and fmbolical Learning: 
after hence tis probable, that it was conſidered 
bu 


' Photii Biblioth. p. 1358. ex Agatharcide, c. 30. 
L. 17. Clem. Alex. Strom. I. 1. p. 354- c. 15. 
dit. Potter. Vid. it. Cotelerii Not. in Barnab. Epiſf. c. 9. 


( 
as a kind of religious Teſt, which the Prieſt 
and all who expected any benefit from Re. 
ligion or Office in the State were obliged 
more peculiarly to comply with. 

The next point is, whether To/ephus un. 
derſtood Herodotus to mean that Circumciſn 
was peculiar to the Prieſts. And if it be tru 
in fact, as is ſhewn above, that it was not 
confined to Prieſts, and that Herodotus has 9. 
ven no ground for ſuch a diſtinction; your 
notion mult fall of it ſelf. Jeſephus indeed, 
in the place referred to, may be underſtood 


as 1 
rity: 
being 
tom 
but 1 
ſome 
queni 
edge 
ſon 01 
Coun 
as it 
notior 


of a peculiar obligation or abſolute neceſſi 15 ha 
which the Prieſts were under to be circunWM 14 
ciſed above all other Men; but on anothe * 
occaſion where he appeals to Herodotus, for 74 % 


affirming the AÆgyptians to be the Authin 
of Circumciſion to all other People, and even ii 
the Fews, he makes no other reflection vpot 
it, than that of ſuch things every one may 
what be thinks ſit .. A modern Author, d 
more zeal than judgment, ſays on the occaſion 
Toſephus has taken notice of the words of Hen 
dotus, but I could have wiſhed, that he hu 
called him to account for them, and not faſt 


them over ſo coldly——T hrs did not become fi} 


conſide 
you 1 


8 IX 
pbus, on other occaſions fo ſtout an Advocate oui 5 
the Honour of his Nation 2. R 
Again, You ſay, that the Ag ypt1ans di endl c 
not uſe Circumci/ion, for the ſake of Cleanimne ie lepr; 
| | | eus oriri! 
1 Hees 1 rr dx atyi rec 27. Ar brech gouf. Ant P. 58. 


I. 8. c. x. $.-3- De Repub. Hebræor l. 2. c. 4 P. 7e 
4 1 ? 


(: 23; ) 


oP 1; 1 render the word zabapicry]©», but of Pu- 
rl ity: an Obſervation wholly groundleſs; it 
; Re: being certain, that the main intent of the cuſ- 
e tom was not to make them more Holy or pure, 
but more ſweet and clean; in order to prevent 
ſome bodily diſtemper or inconvenience fre- 
quent in thoſe warm Climates; which is al- 
edged by Writers as the cauſe and natural rea- 
ſon of the ſame practice in all the neighbouring 
Countries . But beſides; the Paſſage itſelf, 
25 it ſtands in Herodotus, can ſuggeſt no other 
notion, and all others who have ever quoted 
it, have taken it in the ſame ſenſe that I do; for 
tis ranked in company with ſuch Cuſtoms as 
relate ſolely to external Neatneſs or Cleanli- 
ſe *; viz. the waſhing themſelves twice each 
day, and as oft each night in cold water ; the con- 
ant waſhing their Cups; their Veſtments; and 
the ſhaving their Bodies to keep them clear of 
Lice and other Vermin, &c. 

But you ſtill blunder on and tells us, that 


Un- 
nci/im 
e true 
a8 Not 
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. the notion of the Agyptians was juſt the ſame 
Hu ich that of the Jeros, amongſt whom it was 
„ za onſidered as an Emblem of Purity 3 : in which 


N ſhew as little acquaintance with Scrip- 
5 


ate! Egypt ii, Zthiopes, aliique ex oriente populi rationes re- 
C 


gioni vel religioni ſuæ proprias habuerunt, quibus diu ante tem- 
pora Abrahami ad virilium pelliculas præcidendas inducti cen- 
ſenntur. Nam Philo & alii circumciſionem inter gentes aliquas 
conſilio civili primùm introductam putant, ad præcavendam ſei- 
licet lepram aut carbunculum, e ſordibus ſub præputio latenti- 
bus oriri ſolitum, &c. Spencer de Leg. Heb. I. 1. c. 5. $. 4. 
p.38. 2 Vid, Herod, I. 2. 37. . 3 Reply, p. 16. 
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(24) 
| tural or Jewiſh Hiſtory, as you do with the 
. ZEgyptian: For tis clear from Scripture thy 

Circumciſion was not given for the fake 94 
Purity, but as a Sign and Seal of a Covenan 
between God and his People; as an outwur] 
Mark to diſtinguiſh thoſe who were under 
that Covenant, from all other Nations what. 
ſoever. This is the account we have of its In. 
ſtitution as well from Scripture as the Prini. 
tive Fathers. You ſhall circumciſe, ſays Gi 
fo Abraham, the fleſh of your foreskin, and i 
fall be a token of the Covenant between me all 

0. ; 

5 Abraham ſays, Juſtin Martyr, received Cir- 
cumciſion as a Mark or Sign, and not as of an 
efficacy towards Righteouſneſs or Holineſs as bit 
Scripture and Fatt itſelf oblige us to allmn' 
| And Jrenæus, That God gave it not as of ay 
= ſervice to Fuſtice or Righteouſneſs, but far 1 
| Mark to diſtinguiſh Abraham's Poſterity 3, The 
| Reader will make a proper Reflection on 
Criticiſm grounded in meer miſtake both d 
Fewiſh and Agyptian Antiquity. 

Bur the Sting is, that I think with the Ai. 
thor of Chriſtianity as old &c. which is ſo fat 
from being a Reproach whenever he thinks 
right, as he certainly does in ſome things; 


1 Gen. xvii. 11. 2 Dialog. cum Tryph. par. 1. p. 1% 
Edit. Thurlb.a9 3 Quoniam autem circumeiſionem non 
quaſi conſummatricem juſtitiz, ſed in ſigno eam dedit Deus, 
ut cognoſcibile perſeveret genus Abrahæ &c, Adv, Her. |. 


4- c. 30. 
that 


vv 
bat it would be much more for your credit 
0 do ſo too, than to ſpend your time and 


e 0! Wrains in maintaining vu/gar Errors and pious 
nant WPrejudices againſt plain Fact and Hiſtory 2 
wan dur if you would do me right, you ſhould 
nder repreſent me, as thinking with Herodotus, Di- 
ha. BE 7 us Siculus, Strabo, Philo, Foſephus, Photius, 
8 In- ir 70. Marſham, Dr. Spencer, and even Cal. 
rim. zt too, whom you recommend to my peru- 

Ce; who, tho' he labours like yourſelf to 
nd | upport the common Hypotheſis againſt Fact 
e an 


nd Teſtimony, yet is ſo fair at the ſame 
ime as to allow a great colour of Reaſon, a 


Cir rat ground of Probability to thoſe who aſ- 
Jan ert the contrary opinion, which 1s all that 
5 bo | 


have ever declared for, 


iro We are now arrived at what you call my 
/ 7h afterpiece of Quotation, viz. a paſſage of 7o- 
for pus referred to in my Letter, in which I 
Ile ate him give up, as you ſay, the Divine Miſe 
- | m of his own Legiſlator Moſes :. Here in- 


ed you ſeem greatly moved, and employ all 
jour Rhetorick to move me too; calling up- 
u me in the moſt ſolemn manner for the 
fle of fincerity to retract my raſh aſſertion, and 
p confider the whole Quotation over again, in 
mach there's nothing, you ſay, that even ſeems 
0 deny the Divine Origin of the Law and the 
m non 0 10ne Inſpiration of its Founder, but what 


en es from my Miſrepreſentation ; that ſuch a 


: Rep. p. 16. 
chat E thought 


(26) _ 
thou rf was as far. from Foſephus, as attentin 
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er ncerity was from me *. 
am come therefore, Sir, in obedience to 

4 your call, to review the whole Paſlage, and 
o conſider very ſeriouſly and attentively ng 
the Tranſlation, as you abſurdly call ir, by 
the ſhort Asſtract J had given of the ſenſe a 
the place in a manner agreeable to the fom 
of 4à Letter, in which an exact or verhl 
Tranſlation muſt needs have appeared ſtif 
and aukward: and upon a moſt careful Ex. 
mination both of the Original and my Ac. 
count of it, I am fo far from being ſenſibe 
that I have miſrepreſented my Author, tha 
I am the more clearly and perfectly convinced 
that J had before given his true Sentiment; 
and that Fo/ephus in the place referred to doe 
not inſiſt on any ſupernatural or divine A. 
thority of Meſes, but aſcribes all the gret 
things done by him to his own per oral 


and management, putting him on the ſam Let 
foot with Minos and the other old Laugi ver Great? 
Greece; and giving him the preference oni ered 
on the compariſon for the ſuperiour Excel Hlve, 
of bis Laws. This, Sir, I will maintain 2 C 
gainſt you or any Man elſe to be the Sens | 
of the Paſſage in queſtion; and if I fail wſÞ«ficul 
make it good, deſire at leaſt, that ic may n h 
be impured to any inſincerity, but incapaciſi t 
and mere ignorance of the Greek Tongue th 

Mives 

* Reply, p. 21, 22. 


which | 
{incl - | 
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fnce with all the Skill I am maſter of, I can 
draw out of it no other meaning but what I 
am going to explain : and I don't queſtion 


entith 


Ce to 5 
„ an but to convince every ſenſible Reader, that 
y no tis not 1, who would warp and force the 


Words of Joſephus to any meaning different 


, but 
from their own, but you; who being firſt 


nſe of 


fom N warp d yourſelf with prejudice, and prepoſſeſ- 
verbal ed with Syſtems, which you hold ſacred and 
1 iff inviolable, cannot reliſh any Truth, but what 


Eu. you can bend and accommodate to thoſe pre- 
A. vious Notions: But in order to ſet this Queſ- 


nfib 
„ that 
Vince 
Ents; 


) does 
e Abb 


tion in a clear light, it will be neceſſary to 
Inſert the entire Paragraph; where I ho 

the Reader will excuſe the tediouſneſs of a 
Tranſlation, which I am forced by your Ca- 
vils to preſent him with, deſiring only, as tis 
a matter of ſome Importance, that. he will 


oreaMeive it a candid and impartial Attention. The 
Ia whole Paſſage then runs thus. 3 
fame Let us con ider then in the firſt place the 
en Greatneſs of Moſes's Actions. He having ga- 


> only 
len 
un 2 


thered together our Anceſtors, after they had 
reſolved to leave c Agęypt and return to their na- 
fie Country, into a mighty Body, brought them 


Sen 91th ſafety thro many and almoſt inſuperable 
ail tif dificulties. For it was neceſſary for them to 
y nf arch thro' a Country without Water, and wide. 
paciſi al of Sand; and all the while to fight their 


way thro' their Enemies, with their Children, 
Wroes and Baggage to take care of. In all 
which Circumſtances he approved himſelf a moſt 
: 78 2 excellent 


Mu 


2 


excellent General, a moſt wiſe Counſellor, a mf 
true and careful Guardian of them all. H. 
_ brought the whole: Multitude to depend wholly m 
 bumjelf'; and tlo be bad them entirely obedient 
in every thing to his Command, he turn d al 
this to no particular profit or advantage of hi 
own'; and in that very opportunity, which ather 
Governors chiefly make uſe of, to eſtabliſh then. 
ſelves in Power and Tyranny, end with that 
view indulge the People in a looſe drjorderly way 
of Life: He on the contrary, in this beight if 
Authority, thought himſelf bound to live religi. 
ouſly and piouſiy and ſbet great Benevolence iu 
the People; thinking by that means the mi 
 effeftually to demonſtrate bis own Virtue, au 
ovide in the beſt manner for the ſecurity if 
thoſe, who had choſen him their Leader. Hi 
Intentions then being fo laudable and his A&im 
fo great, be juſtly believed that he bad the Di. 4 
ity for bis Guide and Counſellor : and havin iſ 
firſt perſuaded himſelf, that all he was dong 
ar contriving was agreeable to the Will of Gul, 
be thought it neceſſary above all things to infull 
the ſame notion into the People : fince thoſe, who 
are perſuaded, that God overlooks their Life 
and Conduct, will not venture on any thing th 
legal or ſinful : Such an one was our Legiſlatir, 
nat à Sorcerer or Impoſtor, as ſome unjuſtly d. 
perſe him, but ſuch an one, as they boaſt Mi 
nas to have been among the Greeks, and the other 
Laugivers after bim: for ſome of them impu- 
ted their Laws bu. Minos aſeribd 1 


(29 ) 

 Ajollo and his Delpbic Oracle, either really 
ph themſelves, or fancying by that means. 
nale the People ſubmit to them the more eafily.. 
But which of them (Meſes or the others) has drawn 


| all the beſt Body of Laws, and which had beſt pre- 
f bis a , of God's Aſiſtance (or other- 
ther 


ſe, which of them has hit _ the beſt and juſt-_ 


ben. Notions of a God) may be decide compa=- 
that 4 the — chemi ; ve — now 
way ine to give ſome Account: There are then 
f of Wtroughout the World infinite differences of par- 
lig. Wpiculer Cuſtoms and Laws, which yet we may re- 
ce ½ Nice to theſe general Heads. Some have thrown 
10e form of their publick Aﬀairs into a Monar- 
auh; others into the power of a few or an Oligar- 
'y of Wt); others into the Multitude or a Democracy: 
His Nur our Lawgtver had no regard to any of theſe ; 
Tim t, if 4 Man may uſe an expreſſion ſo forc'd, 
De. ade the form of Government he inſtituted, a 
wing WE Peocracy . | 
hi This, Sir, is a faithful Tranflation of the 
God, hole Paſſage in the cleareſt manner I am 
ail ble to render it; and to ſhew the infignifican- 
who WF) of your Cavils, I have in all thoſe places 
Life Nrhere you find fault with me, given the ve- 
g. urn and force to the expreſſion which you 
ator, equire; and yer there is not in the whole 
% Nrragraph one word in favour of the divine 
M- en, or Inſpiration of Meſes, in that ſenſe of 
other , in which tis vulgarly received; but on 
5 Cont. Ap. I. 2. 6. 16. 


the 


, 
i 
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the People muſt have been cut fo piece, 


Cy 
the contrary, all the Glory of his great Adi. 
ons, as well as of his Laws, are aſcribed to j; 
own Virtue, Sill and Addreſs. In the fig 
Part, which contains a ſhort Abſtract or gene. 
ral Character of his Actions, we find ng 
the leaſt hint of any Miracle or the :mmediq 
Interpofition of God; we are not told, hoy 


when overtaken by Pharoab at the Red Su; 
had not God miraculouſly opened a Paſſigt 
for them  thro' the midſt of it: how they 
muſt have periſhed for want of Water; had 
not God for their Refreſhment made it 4 

out of a Rock: how they muſt have ſtar. 
ved for want of Food in the Deſert ; had ng 
God in a wonderful manner ent it down 1 
them from Heaven: but the ſaving of then 
thro all theſe Difficulties, thro want of Wa. 
ter, want of Food, is here ſolely imputed 
to the Care and Conduct of Moſes, and 
wholly turned to his particular Praiſe; til 
we come to the place you chiefly infiſt on; 
viz. that Moſes with ſuch laudable Defigns ani 
fuch great Actions reaſonably believed that l ¶ ton ar 
had God for his Guide and Counſellor. Andi from 
what is there in this to ſupport the Notion {Wpoſlib| 
of ſuch 7 particular Inſpiration, as is common-Wh belic 
ly aſcribed to Mojes ? What is there in thisWiince h 
Perſuaſion of his, but what every good Mau clan J 
in the ſame. Situation, muſt needs be perſuad-: , or 
ed of too? A Magiſtrate convinced of the Beiq i ae A 
of a God and a Providence, and _— 
ET : > „that 


inclin. 
culiar 
1s apt 
eyery 
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Ag. chat every purpoſe of his Heart intends the 
0 Honour of that God, and the Good of the 
firs WM people he governs, cannot help believing 
gene- himſelf to be under the ſpecial care of the 
nd Deity. This flows from the very reaſon and 
ia nature of things, and can never be otherwiſe : 


how Cod, as ſurely as he exiſts, muſt neceſ- 
eces, MY farily favour ſuch a Man, and every ſuch 
Sea; Man muſt as neceſſarily be convinced that 
Mage BY God does ſo favour him. And this is all 
they WW that 7o/epbus can mean; fince he grounds 


the Perſuaſion Moſes had of being under the 
particular Guidance of God, not on any facts 


ſtar· of ſpecial Revelation or divine Inſpiration, but 
d not n the conſerouſneſs of his own upright Inten- 
un n, backed by the great ſucceſs of his 


Actions. And ſuch a Perſuaſion will al- 


e. vays have more or leſs influence on the Mind, 
puted as it falls in with a Conſtitution more or leſs 
and inclined to Superſtition or Enthufiaſm, (the pe- 

til coliar Character of the Few!/b Nation) which 


is apt to impute every laudable Thought, and 


every ſucceſsful Action to the ſpecial Suggeſ- 

of Eton and Aſſiſtance of Heaven. And we ſee | 
Andi from what follows, that Foſephus thought it | 
otion{MWpoſſible for Lawgivers to be poſſeſſed of ſuch il 


a belief, without any good ground for it; 


this ince he makes it a queſtion, whether the Gre- 
Mani tar Legiſlators were really perſuaded, like Mo- 
ſuad- /s, or only pretended to be ſo, of the immedi- 
Being 


ate Aſiſtance of Heaven; but whether they 
| n " Wels »« 


(32) 


were or were not, tis certain however 2 
leaſt, that they could have no real Inſpiratim ¶ all of 
But the Senſe I contended for is yet more uken 
I clearly demonſtrated by what follows: Th re 
| Moſes having firſt perſuaded himſelf that ever ple; 
1 thing be was doing was agreeable to the Will WM done 
| God, thought it neceſſary above all things ts in. of A 
| frill the ſame Notion into the People; becauſt jeſt © 
ſuch a Notion inſtilled would naturally en- necef 
| gage them to be better Men and better Sub. WM Gant 
| jects. Now if all is to be taken literally, juſt Wl obrait 
| as tis repreſented in the Sacred Scripture, Bu 
what occaſion could there be for any ſuch no in 
care or thought of Moſes about propagating Wl to ter 
this Notion among the People? The thing mult Bi that 
| have been done to his hands without any ¶ of m 
| contrivance of his at all: the Miracles he da- Fact: 
| ly wrought muſt neceſſarily convince the Peo Wl bus, 
ple of it: who could not ſee the Glory of Gil ing, t 
deſcending and talking with him ſo oft in the ll defire 
midſt of them, without knowing that ever will! 


| 

| 

= thing he did was agreeable to the Divine Wil. il follo 
| As Foſephus therefore in this place imputs WI $y 
| the inſtilling this Notion into the People to the ¶ wot 4 
Skill and Addreſs of Moſes, he could not in- Mirac 
tend to perſuade us that this was done by the ¶ ot in 


help of real Miracles, for they leave no room WM uſed 
for any ſuch Management or Addreſs, but do deceir 
the buſineſs of themſelves without it; but / jaft / 
pretending to Miracles where there really were ws 4 
none, and deceiving the People by a ſhew aſ aſerih 


| » {ſomething like chem into an opinion = 
| "be 
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ot infernal Power: nor an Impoſt 
uſed the pretence of Miracles to cheat and 
deceive for his own Gain or Advantage; but 
joft ſuch an ont as the Greeks boaſt their Mi. 
ws and other 
oſcribed the invention of their own Laws 8 the 


1 

were actually done. This is the Method, that 
all other Lawgtvers in the World have ever 
taken, as oft as they have wanted ot thought it 
neceſſary to inſti] the ſame Notion into the Pev- 
le; and tis indeed the only Method it can be 
done by, ſince if any one had the actual power 
of Miracles, he could haye no occaſion to pro- 
jet or think at all about it ; the thing muſt 
neceſſarily follow of courſe; and by a con- 
tant ſeries of miraculous Events, the Notion 
obtain of itſelf among the People. 

But to obviare all offence, which I have 
no intention to give, I muſt beg the Reader 
to remember always and take along with him, 
that I am not declaring here any Sentiments 
of my own, or examining what was the true 
fact and real Caſe of Moſes ; but what Foſe- 
pbus, from the. Paſſage we are now conlider- 
ing, muſt neceſſarily either think himſelf, or 
delire that others ſhould think of it; which 
will be more clearly explained ſtill by what 


follows. 


Such an one, ſays he, was our Legiſlator, 


nt 4 Sorcerer ; that is, not one, who did the 
Miracles he pretended to by any magical Art 


or ; who 


Laugivers to have been, who 


ods : 


( 34) 

Gods: And here you lay, I find, a great Streb 
on the Word boaſt, duct, as if it gave a con. 
trary turn to the Senſe, from what I have te. 
preſented, and carried in it the Notion of 
Falſhood and Lying; and that Foſephus intend. 
ed to ſignify, that Moſes really was, what the 
boaſted only; or falſely pretended their Law. 
givers to be ' : A Diſtinction childiſh and rid: 
culous ! fince tis certain both from the ule of 
Language and common Senſe, that the word 
boaſt or brag of, as tis applied here to Men fl. 
mous and excellent in their Generations, can 
have no other Signification than to be proud if, 
or celebrate with Praiſe ; and the full Import 
of the Sentence is, that Moſes was ſuch an on 
as Minos, and the other Legiſlators, whom tht 


Greeks are ſo proud, or make ſuch a boaſting 0. deen 
And, pray Sir, after all, what is it that the ¶ him 
Greeks boaſt ſo much of in theſe very Men? z our | 
it that they were really inſpired by the Go BY ing: 
in the Contrivance of their Laws? No, there Wil 10 h. 
was hardly a Greek of Senſe, who ever be- have 
lieved it; or had their Laws been dictated by belie- 
the Delphic Oracle, would have believed it the ¶ prete 
more for that; as I could eaſily ſhew from BW Shir 
Antiquity :. All that they boaſted and admi- WW from 
red ſo much in them, was, that after they had WW [es f, 
contrived. an excellent Body of Laws, they Wl ing 
had the Addreſs to perſuade the People, that WM 7 N 
- Thoſe Laws were dictated by the Gods; that un- " A 
BER | We! celle⸗ 


| Reply, Pp. 21. h 
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Streß der the Influence of ſuch a Perſuaſion they 
con. might ſubmit to them the more willingly, 
ve te. ¶ Do not the Roman Writers boaſt highly of 
on of Wl their Numa, as of an excellent Prince, and 
tend. wiſe Lawgiver ; and for Proof of his Wiſ⸗ 
t thy dom do not they tell us the Contrivances he 
Lau. uſed to inſtil the Notion into the People, 
rid. chat his religious Inſtitutions were ſuggeſted by 
ule of BW the Gods? But they were not ſo filly as to be- 
word lieve the Fact itſelf to be true: that he really 
en f. us inſpired by a Goddeſs, or received the An- 
cn ae or Holy Shield from Heaven: Theſe things 
they celebrate as the Inſtances of his Skill 
and Policy, in order to procure the greater 


11 0: WM Reverence to his Laws: And ſuch an one 
n tit Wi Joſephus in this Place deſcribes Moſes to have 
been: Juſt as Diodorus Siculus had done before 
t the him; whoſe Words, as they are very much to 
our preſent Purpoſe, I cannot forbear inſert- 
Gods ing: The ſame kind of Fiction, ſays he, is ſaid 
there Bi v have been uſed in many other Nations, and to 
be · ¶ have been the occaſion of much good to thoſe wha 
d by Wi believed it. Among the Arimaſpi, Zathrauſtis 


pretended to have received his Laws from a good 
Spirit or Genius; among the Getæ, Zamolxis 


dm. from the Goddeſs Veſta ; among the Fews, Mo- 
had WY ſes from the God called, Tao : Whether imagin- 
they Wl ing that every Invention or Thought beneficial 
that WW 1% Mankind was really wonderful and divine, 


or that the Multitude out of regard to the Ex- 
cellence and Power of the ſuppoſed A es of 
V their 


as Minos and the other Lawgrvers of Greece; 


ſee the force of this Reaſoning ; for whoever 
beſt Body of Laws, has certainly the beſt pre- 


_ afliſted: for as the ſole end of ſuch Deceit is 


24 1 z6 * 
aber Laws would be the more readily inducid 
to abey hem. 

But in the next Words, Joſephus, you (ay, 
puts @ wide difference between the Fewiſh and 
all other Laugivers: And ſo I own he docs, 
by affirming Moſes's Laws to be much betty 
than theirs; which he proceeds to demonſtrate 
by a Compariſon of the Particulars : and from 
this ſuperior Excellency of his Laws he infers 

_—_— Right to propagate the Notion of 

from God ſo that his Argument 
runs pr og, ofes was no Males or Impoſtor; 
but a wiſe and — Man, juſt ſuch an on 


theſe imputed their Laws to the Gods, as Moſes 
had done before them; but Moſes had a much 
better right to do ſo than they, becauſe his Laus 
are much 'better than ner Every one will 


is conſcious to himſelf, that he has formed the 


rence either himſelf to imagine, that he had 
the Aſſiſtance of God in them, or to deceive 
the People with the Notion of his being ſo 


the Good of the People, he muſt needs have the 
beſt Title to make uſe of i it, who had the great 
oft Good to propole. 

Bur the laſt Article of this Maſter- piece of 
Quotations {till rhe en. towards clinch- 


x Biblioth. Hil. I. 1. P. 84. Edit. Laur. Rhodom. 
V ing 


4 37) h 


ling: for tis ſaid, we ſee, that Moſes in 


, elan 4 frame of Government for his Peo- 
and Wh, had no regard to any other kind then ſub-. 
Xs, ng in the World, whether Monarchy, Oli. 
ner chy, or Democracy, but made his Government © 


Theorrary : Now this is a ſhort Explication 
all that went before: for how is it in the 


ers Nower of any Mortal to make a Theocracy ? 
+ of WW it poſſible for a Prince or State, by calling 
ent pon or devoting themſelves to God, to 
or; Nogage him to take upon himſelf the abſolute, 
one WWmnediate, and as it were perſonal Direction of 
ce; er particular Affairs? Yer this, we ſee, is 


uh Which, as far as it was his pure Act and 
7s Wd, as tis here deſcribed, can bear no other 
will Nenſe, chan that he managed matters fo, as 
ver y perſuade the People that every thing or- 


red or eflected by publick Authority, was 
ne. by the immediate Appointment and Di- 
tin of God. This muſt needs have been 


ive hs Notion of the Fewiſh Theocracy, as 
ſo r as we can collect it from his Words; let's 
tis Nyly it then to a particular Inſtance. | 


Moſes was to build a Tabernacle or Houle. 


as then to be done? Why, if as in other. 
ountries he had been a Monarch, he would 
ave called for his Workmen, pitched upon 
Plan and ordered the Work to be exe-- 
ited ; or had he been the Preſiding Magi- 


ing ſtrate 


ps the whole, to the Senſe I have been eſta: 


cribed ro Moſes, that he made a Theocracy, 


f publick Worſhip. for the People: What 


frity of the People: But he had made his G0. 
vernment a Theocracy; and twas God there. N Veccr 
fore who muſt name the Workmen: and Gy 
we read, accordingly pitched upon Two, th our 


Why in any other State, under the Inf 


as this was a Theocracy, they durſt proj 


fers but by divine Inſpiration, and after 


inero, 1 iguciag in «vie Won. Antiq. I. 3. c 6 


„„ 
ſtrate in a Commonwealth, would have done 
the ſame thing with the Conſent and Autho. 


moſt famed, we may imagine, for their Si 
in Building and all kinds of Workmanſhip:, 
For as Foſephus ſays of this very Fact; Gy 
choſe the very ſame Perſons, which the Pap 
would have done, had the Choice been left þ 
them z. What then do the Workmen do! 


tion of the Magiſtrate, they would have form 
ed a Model of their Work, and contrived the 
Patterns of all its Veſſels and Furniture; but 


nothing of themſelves, durſt not venture 6 
making even a Table or Candleſtick, buth 
the immediate Order of God, and a Patten 


given from Heaven. 


This was the Theocracy chat Moſes contrivei hn 
| where you, Sir, may believe if you pleaſe, u be In 
with all his Wiſdom he was not able to dire 2 hi 


the building a Chapel ; nor the beſt Workme 
in his Camp to make a Candleſtick and Snif 


Madel given by God: But you muſt not ex 
pect to perſuade us, that Joſephus belicyed 0 


1 Exod. xxxi. 2, 6. it. xxxvi. 1. 2 Org xa; 74 nM 
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( 39 ) 
oo: ſince the contrary is very evident; and 
at he had a mind at leaſt to leave a liberty. 
ind latitude in explaining the manner of this 


Theocracy. 
Upon the whole; had you known how te to 


e done 
Wrho, 


0, tel pound a Paragraph rationally, by conſi- 
ir Sellering the general Senſe of the whole, and 
(hip -en connecting one part with the other; 


ou might have ſaved me much Trouble and 
ſourſelf the Shame of expoſing your want of 
Judgment by ſuch ſenſeleſs Cavils: and in- 
ead of this Outcry againſt me, muſt have 
raiſed rather the Temper and Modeſty of 
te Inference I draw, in recommending only 
re moderate and quali fied Sentiments of the 
bone Inſpiration of Moſes, than what are vul- 
ly received: for according even to your 
wn Interpretation, does not 725 bus, in 
e Paſſage juſt recited, uſe much more Re- 
ye and Caution in aſſerting the marvellous 
md ſupernatural part of Moſess Character, 
n what his Iiteral Hiſtory does? And if ſo; 
te Inference is certainly juſt, that it might 
e a hint to us, to uſe the fame Reſerve and 
uderation too in thinking and ſpeaking on 
be fame Subject. 
But you ſay, that Foſephus in this place was, 
« far from the thought of any ſuch Inference 
I make, as Attention or Sincerity was from 
me when J read it; and if ever I had read bis 
ewiſh Antiquities, I muſt know that he never 
__ the Law but as gt ven to the he” ” 


=. 
SI - 
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give one Inſtance out of many. 2 
After his account of the Paſſage of the Tj 
ehites thro" the Red Sea, he ſubjoins this Refe- 
tion: I have given every 


Ei no Man be ſurprized at the firangeneſs of it 


Fuamplylian Sea retired before Alexundet t 


(and) - 
God himfelf, thro the hand of Mofes *. I hay 


read his Jewiſb Antiquities; and from mu ©: 
very reading have collected the contrary ; thy 
his real Sentiments of the divine Inſpiratu An. 
of Moſes were very little different from va !/ 
s repreſented above. For tho* he undertaky Ma 
in that Work to deduce and connect a ha > 
tual Hiftory of the Fews from the begining = r 
of the World, as tis found in the ſacred N dr. 
tords of the Old Teftament ; yet he takes fi in 
liberty with many of the facts there record. 9" 
ed, by ſuppreſſing ſome, altering and acramm vi 
Aating others to the ordinary Taſte and com d 
mon Senſe of Mankind, as he neither couldu by t 
Aaurſt have done, had he believed them to hi T 
been rrally and ftrictiy effected by God in t add 
very manner as the tera? Text imports: ti 


- 


| rticular of this Sis 
+y juſt as I found it in the Sacred Books : hu 


that ſuch an ancient and innocent People ſhnill 


find à way opened for their eſcape thro' the Sea, t. 1! 
tber by the ſpecial Will and Interpofition of Ou but! 
"0# the accidental Concurrence of Natural Caiſa i lt is 


Since in a like caſe as it were of yeſterday ii 


. > FE 7 J 2 a ; 1 5 
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* was no other way for him; when God had 4 
* mind to put an end to the Perſian Empire. 


And this is affirmed by all who have written 
of his Actions. But for theſe things, let every 
Man take them in what Senſe he beſt likes i. 


— Now tis impoſſible that he could have left 
nn it in doubt, Whether this Fact had any thing 
„ uraculous in it or not, had he entertained 
« uc any firm and certain belief of the ab/olute and 
con 1miver/al Inſpiration of the ſacred Writings, 


which repreſent it as one of the moſt /z| 
and illuſtrious Miracles that God ever wrought 


Comm. | 
ud by the hand of Moſes. 3 
> hae To the Authority of Joſephus I ſhall juſt 


add that of Philo; whoſe Words, as quoted 
by Euſebius, may be render'd thus: As for the 
Man, whoever he was, who gave them their 
Laws, they had him in ſo great Admirgtion; 
that whatſoever he approved, they approved 
% Whatever therefore he dictated to them, 
whether he had contrived and invented it 
hmſelf, or had received it from the Deity, 
they imputed it all to God*. { 

I ſhall make no Reflection on this Paſſage, 
but leave it to the Reader to conſider, whether 
It is not more reaſonable, with 7heſe primi= 


& wages rer E. Hip, er xe7” huro purerer, £0. 
| ren @s i i du. Antiq. lib. 2. 
* * 66 60 , de,. tiq. lib. 2 


tive 
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tive and judicious Apologiſts of the Jewih Ml 
Religion, to allow ſome liberty of thinking, a 
to the Divinity of their ſacred Books, than A 
with our modern Zealots to calumniate and la 


perſecute for ever all who differ from them in 
Opinion about Queſtions of ſuch Difficulty uk 
and Uncertainty ; yet no ſooner does a Man 
enquire with Freedom into the true State of 
any Scriptural Fact, but the Alarm Bell i 
| ſounded, and the Clergy admoniſhed of a dan- 
gerous Attempt againſt the Authority of Me 
ſes. But conlider, Sir, that the effectual way 
of ruining a Fabrick, is to charge it with a 
greater Load than it was made to bear; and 


the ſureſt Method of weakening any thing is #il 
not by reſtraining it within its due Bounds, key 
( 


but by forcing and ſtretching it beyond what 
Nature and Rcaſon deſigned it for. Noy 
becauſe this is a Queſtion of great Nicety and 
Importance, which you ſeem not much ac 
quainted with, it may be worth while to open 
it a little further, and add a Word or two 
more before I diſmiſs it. Et 
'Tis the common Notion of all the Greet 
Fathers, that the divine Plato had greatly ſti 
died the Books of Moſes, and made much uſcot 
them in his own : So that Clemens of Alexat 
Aria and others call him the Attick Moſes *: 
and bothC/emens and Euſebius take much pains 


1 Neueis. 4 Hubaye pr, arropy youu, ol is) Nauro, a 
Nocs &, Strom. I. 1. c. 22. Edit. Potter. 
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in pointing out the particular Notions and Sen- 


100 timents which he had borrowed from Moſes". 
248 As we have ſeen then alrcady from ſome Pal- 
al BF ages above what is delivered of the Character 
nd and Abilities of the firſt Moſes ; fo let us ſee 
am ikcwiſe what this A77zck Moſes ſays of the pro- 
ulty per. Qualifications and Perfections of ſuch 4 
lan Lawgrver. Why he ſays, that he ought to con- 
e of ſider and contrrue nothing elſe ſo much, as to 
It's mſil ſuch Notions into the People as are likely 
dan. 5 do them the greateſt good 2. And this is ex- 
Me actly agreeable to the Character of Moſes, as tis 
* given almoſt in the very Words of Plato by the 


Tewiſh Writers as well as Primitive Fathers. 


and But in order to execute his good Intentions to- 
80 * vards the People, the Magiſtrate or Legiſlator 
U 


N will often find it neceſſary, according to Plato, 
WIT WY for the Leo of his Subjetts, to invent certain 
Fables, Fictions, or political Lies, to be propa- 


* rated among them, as Medicine or Phyſicł to 
n * i buiate and cure ill Principles, as well as to 
Open infuſe good ones : and above all, to influence the 
e nds of the younger Sort ſo, as to make them 
Gra umit willingly and chearfully to the Laws 

4 * preſcribed. And to ſhew how readily the Mul- 
pl 5 titude may be drawn into the Belicf of any 


ting propoſed by an artful Governor, he in- 


1 Evan, I. 12. &c. 2%œ Q gt gd, K AA @vTov ON CxoFevre 
Ir, 2 1 n THoRG fuiyiS r ayubor ipyaoume aw moan, De 
Leg 2. p. 664. | : | 


in 8 2 ſown 


* Ws. wo "= n wo \ 
e , 
— — N = yo 


"i 
[| 4 
Wi 
Ml 
: ; 


lex 10 ſances in the Fable of the Dragon's Teeth 


h pam vid. Clem. Alex. ibid. c. xxv. Kc. It. Euſeb. Præpar. 


——Ü—6 — — 


— os abt one — Lo 


— 


= — pages on ee nn 
— — 


S 


(1446) 
ſown in the Ground, from each of which an 6. 
armed Man immediately ſprang up; which, as 
abſurd as it is, was yet once, he ſays, ſad 
lowed for true by the People". 
Now the chief End propoſed by Plato for 
the Invention of theſe Fables or Lies, is to keep 
the People the more religiouſly attached to an 


exact Obſervance of their Laws, and Obedience / 
to their Governors. And this is what Zoſephu Opi 
every where inſiſts on, as the peculiar Praiſe Wl 119; 
and Character of Moſes above all other Lay- ¶ Pco 
givers in the World: that he had his People i the i 
from their very Childhood trained to the muf bs 
inviolable Devotion to his Laws, and the 

moſt profound Reverence for his, Perſons, ¶ the / 
Now ſhould I take the liberty to 145 that Pl Bi 
vos Notion of the uſe and neceſſity of Publici WM Div 
Fables or Lies, was borrowed from the Mr Wl Mo/ 


faic Writings, and ſuggeſted by what he had Poli 
obſerved in the Practice and Example of Mr Wl think 
fes, what an Outcry would the ſhallow Bigots ¶ ventu 
make of weakening his Authority, and favour 
zng Infidelity ? Yet Clemens of Alexandtit 
and Euſebius, I find, ſay much the ſame thing 
and make this Reaſoning and theſe very Sen. 
timents of Plato a clear Proof of his Acquaint 
ance with the Moſaic Hiſtory. 
Clemens ſpeaking of the Art of Governing 
tells us among other things, that the ends if 


Vid. Plat. de Repub. I. 3. p. 414. et alibi. it. delegd 
I 2. p. 663. z Vid. Antiq. L 3. c. 15. Sect. 3. It. con 


Ap. I. 2. 
Governmen 


L Greeks to their reap Advantage 


( 45) 

3 are to be ſerved by perſuading, 
pr forcing, or i * 1 doing what is juſt, 
or Hing, or tel, * ruth, as different Circum- 
ſances require ; Examples of all which, ſays 
and how to uſe each of them pro pers the 
ave bor- 

wed from Mo | 
Euſebius after having explained Plato's 
Opinion about the Neceſlity of contriving 
proper Fables and Fictions for the Good of the 
People, declares the Cale to have been juſt 


the fame with the Fews, and that in the Books 


2 Moſes there are infinite Examples of this 
of Fictions contrived for the Benefit of 
the Mult itude 2. 

But is the Notion then, you'll ſay, of the 
Divine Origin of the Law and Inſpiration of 
Moſes to be reſolved into Fiction and Fable or 
Political Lying? No; far be it from me to 


| think or ſay that: But this perhaps one may 


yenture to ſay; that the Suppoſition of ſome 
degree of ſuch Fiction may poſſibly be found 
neceſſary to the ſolving the Difficulties of the 
Moſaic Writings, without any hurt to their 
Authority, or advantage to Infidelity ; ſince 
the beſt and moſt zealous Apologiſts of the 
Jewiſh Religion have not ſcrupled, we ſee, to 
allow it on 3 occaſions; eſpecially when 
was their buſineſs to explain and propoſe it 

Strom. 1. p. 


47. Edit. Potter. 2 Præp. Evangel. 


756. Edit. R. Steph. 


( 46.) 

to Strangers ; not with any deſign to weakey, 
but to ſfrengthen it the more effectually in the 
good Opinion of the World; by ſhewing its 
Founder Moſes to have been the ſame kind of 
Man with thoſe other Legiſlators and Founders 
of States, for whom the politcſt Nations haye 
always had the utmoſt Honour and Veneration, 
For there's nothing diſbonourable, ſays Ply 
tarch, in the common Story of Lycurgus,' Ny 
ma, and other ſuch Lawgivers; that havin 
great Innovations to make in the State, and 
perverſe and obſtinate People to deal with, 
they invented the Fiction of a divine Miſſun 
or Revelation, ſalutary and beneficial to thoſe 
for whoſe ſake they contrived iti. 

But to return into the way from whence we 
have digreſſed. You go on to expoſe my man. 
ner of miſquoting, as you call it , in ſome Pai 
ſagesI had produced from Herodotus ; and af. 
firm, that I have partially quoted him on pur. 
poſe to decerve my Reader no leſs than five 
times in about twice the number of lines 3. 
Let us examine the Truth of this ſolemn and 
heavy Accuſation. 93 5G 

Firſt then, I quote Herodotus for ſaying, 
that the c Egyptians were governed by Laus 
and Cuſtoms peculiar to themſèlves and diff 
rent from thoſe of other Nations. This, you 
own, is Truth, but not the wholeTruth ; fot 


I Plat. Numa, p. 62. E. Edit. Pariſ. 2 Reply, p. 22. 
3 Ipid. p. 27, 28. * 


E. erodotus, 


(47) 
ken, Herodotus ſays, that their Laws were diffe- 
rent from thoſe of all other Nations. But I 
aged it neceſſary, it ſeems, to drop the word 
all, leſs the Reader ſhould perceive the Abſur- 
ity of attempting to ſhew from this Place, 
ue hat the fers agreed with them in their 
10h. WC4fors . Sure no Cavil was ever ſo trifling : 
For is not the Word all of neceſſity im- 
glied and underſtood. in the very Senſe I have 


giren? If thee Zg yptian Laws were, as I ſay, 
ud a peculiar to themſelves, does not that Peculi- 
th, rity infer a Difference from all other Nations? 
ſun But ſuppoſe the Word 4a// not implied only, 


boſe but actually inſerted ; how does it ſhew any 
Abſurdity in my Reaſoning, or at all affect it ? 
© VC My Argument previouſly ſuppoſes ſome Re- 


nan ſemblance of Cuſtoms between the Jews and 


Pal Ag) tians, grounded on the long Reſidence 
daf. Noftne YZorws in Egypt ; where for above two 


lied with the Cuſtoms, and conformed even 
to the Religion of the Country 2: As the Turn 
ten and Genius of the c_Zgptians diſpoſed 
them to affect 2 Peculiarity in their Laws, 
and 4 dzfference of Manners from all other 
Nations; ſo the Fews alſo, among whom we 


; for Wiincd this Humour from Apt. So that 
your Criticiſm is grounded meerly in your 


P-2* own Miſtake of the very Argument you pre- 
tend to criticiſe. 


of 5 3 Reply, 243. * Vid. Spencer de Legibus Heb. I. 1. c. 1. 
Secondly, 


hundred Years they are ſuppoſed to have com- 


ind the ſame Diſpoſition and Afﬀettation of 
yo" WPeculiarity, may well be ſuppoſed to have de- 


\ 
: 
l 

310 

#3. 

FN 

FH 

* 

* 
FOR 
i a 1 

11 
1 
7 7 
103 
Tj 
| 7 
1 1 

7 is 

i 
T1 i 
; N 

10 
11 
y 1 

1 
. 17 

1 
'T 
is: 
I 
; 1h 
N 
: 1 
; 4 
ö g 
ö ; 
1 1 
1 U 
MF 
y. 
: 4 
1 
. 
+8 1 
FE 
i | 
wy 1: 
48] 
1 
We 4 tt 
:$ 144 
1 14 
2 1 
f 1 
1 
1 11 
1 
{ þ 
1 
«| 5 
i” 
# l 
1 1 
* 1 
11 
1 
| [ iN 
1 1 
wit. 
11 
| A 
„ 
: LE | 
| j 
13 
7 
| 
| . 
: 1 
1 
1 
: | 
1 
, 
1 
3 


= 
| Secondly, I ſay on the Authority of Hen 
dotus, that the c AEgyptians were more 4d 
dicted to 8 and Miracles than ay 
other People : And here you tell me, tha] 
once more 22 my Reader, even at Ap 7 
e of a falſe Quotation, ſince in i , 
red, SID ſpeaks not a —_ 
Miracles, but of Prodigies only *. As if1 
Superſtitious Regard to Prodigies did not in 
ply an equal Regard to Miracles; and tho 
who are ſo fond of the one, were not of ne 
ceſſity as much addicted to other; as it might 
caſily be proved of the « Zpyprians in pu 
ticular by many other Authorities, if this be 
fore us was not ſufficient. But Tae the woll 
uſed here, ſignifies, you ſay, Prodigies; and doo 
it not ſignify Miracles too? If you think no 
I vould adviſe you to conſult your DiRionar, 
before you ſet up for a Critick : Nay, thi 
very Reaſon you give why Prodigies mil 
needs be meant in this Place, and not Mzrachy, 
proves juſt the contrary : For they were ſul 
things, you ſay, as could be found out, whi 
Miracles could not be. Now tis certain, thit 
Miracles may be contrived, invented, or fai iet u 
out, as Tipa/e ayepai, may properly be ren bus! 
der d; but the ſame cannot be ſaid of wonſtri 
Births, unnatural Copulations, &c. whid 
you give as the Inſtances of Prodigy. Au 
what, I pray, are the rears mentioned 


Reply, p. 24. | 
Author 


* 


( 49 ) 


Hers WW uthors; the makers of monſtrous Births, or 
„ eegers of Miracles? The following Words 
1 ay {ed are applicable properly to Prodigies; 


ut if the Sentence I have quoted be compleat 
itſelf, as it ſeems to be conſidered in all our 
ditions, where tis diſtinguiſhed by a full point; 
hen if leads more naturally to the Notion 
Miracles than of Prodizies : However the 
me Word carries certainly in it the Notion of 
oth, and a ſuperſtitious attention to the one, 
eceſſarily infers the ſame Regard to the o- 


her : So that your Obſervation: has neither 
n pe uſe of Language nor Senſe to ſupport it. 
us be Thirdly, I add, that the Ægyptians had an 


0 Prieſt, with an Hereditary Prieſthood de- 
ending from Father to Son. To this you re- 
ly, that tis untucky for me that according to 
erodotus they had not an High Prieſt over the 
mole Nation, as the Jews had, but one over 
wh County or Province, of which there were 
birty fix ; a Conſtitution ſo different from that 
the Fews, that if I had repreſented it right, 
tould never lead my Reader to agree with me, 
hat Moſes borrowed it from Egypt of all Coun- 
mes under Heaven '. Moſt acute and inge- 
ius Reaſoning ! as if inſtead of a Similitude 
[Cuftom, which is all T endeavour to ſhew, 
bad undertaken to prove an Identity or ab- 
A hte Uniformity in all Points and Circum- 
ed andes: Should a Foreign Prince take a fancy 


Keply, p. 2 2 


4 — — 


8 
to copy the Hierarchy of England, and ij 
proportion to the Extent of his Dominion 
eſtabliſh either ne Archbiſhop with ſubord. 
nate Biſhops; or one Biſhop with ſubordinat 
Prieſts; which laſt Cale was upon the Mat 
ter executed by the late King of Pruſſia: Ya 
without doubt would argue that the Hin 


could not poſſibly be taken ſrom England; be 


cauſe We had tuo Archbiſhops and He but om 
or We Archbiſbops and Biſhops, and He onh 
a Biſhop. Your Reaſoning is full as ridiculoy 


in the Caſe before us; as if Moſes could ng 


take the Government of the *Dz/trif or Pn. 
vince he lived in, as a Pattern for his own petty 
State, which was hardly much more conſider 
able than a ſingle County of Agypt. 

But vis unlucky fur me, you ſay, that Hen. 
dotus is not ſpeaking here of any ſuch High Pri 
asthe Fews had, one over the whole Nat ion, bu 
one over each Province. Yet all the ill luck, 
doubt, will be found at laſt on your fide; wid 
taking your Notions from ſeparate Paſſages( 
Authors, which you interpret preſently accor 
ding to your own Prejudices, have happened i 
this Place, as in many others, to' gueſs quite 
wrong. For tho Herodotus tells us here!, that 
there were many Prieſts to each God, ail 
conſequently a great Number of them in tht 


whole; yet he muſt be underſtood to mean, thay 


there was one High Prieſt over thoſe mas) 


f Herod. l. 2 c. 35. 


(r 
or the whole Number. This is very clear from 
other Paſſages of his Hiſtory, where he plain- 
bord. ly intimates that there was but one High 
Prieſt over the whole Nation, juſt as there was 
Mar BY but one King: That the Number of their High 
v Prieſts and their Kings, in 4 Jucceſſion of 341 
Hin Generations, happened to be exactly equal: 
4: be That each High Prieſt provided a Statue of 
at on; limſelf ro perpetuate his Memory 10 Poſterity : 
And that he himſelf was introduced by the 


culo Prie/ts into a large Room or Temple, where theſe 
d na brtues were depoſited, and ſaw 341 of Coloſa 
vn ban Size, the Images of ſo many High Prieſts 


n lineal Deſcent from Father to Son . Which 
cannot, I think, be applicable to any other 
igh Prieſt, but juſt ſuch an one as the Jews 
bad, one over the whole Nation. 


Pr Fourthly, the c/Egyptians, I lay, abhorred 
on bine s Fl: fb as impure and abominable. And 
Luck, ere indeed you own, that I deliver the true 
; Vb of Herodotus; to which I had added an 
ages authority of 7oſephus to the very ſame Pur- 


oſe. As the Fact then is certain and agreed, | 
at the Ægyptians generally abhorred Swine's 
quite Meſh, and abſtained from it ſuperſtitionſly ; how 
r thun this be made an inſtance of wy fall Hing 
6 mſquoting Herodotus? Why, becauſe there 
re three Circumſtances, as you obſerve with 
our uſual Acuteneſs, in which the behaviour 
the Jews and Agytians with regard to 


| K Herod. I. 2. c. 143. 
2 A 3 Swine 


at all to the purpoſe, ſince the Fact I contend 


(a8)! 
Swine were not alike*. But if there had been 
t hreeſcore inſtead of three, it had been nothing 


for is allowed: All that I pretend to intimate 
is, from the near Reſemblance of many Cul: 
toms, that the eus might e haye 
borrowed them from epi: You Cry out 
on the other hand, that the ee is unjif, 
partial, and contend to decerve, becauſe Td 
not ſhew 1n all points an Identity of Cuſitn, 
All which Clamour proves juſt nothing but 
your own want of Judgment, in not refled. 
ing, that a Cuſtom may be borrowed, an 
yet altered, enlarged or reſtrained as the Ba: 
rower ſhall afterwards find convenient, 
But there is one obſervation of yours, wic 
I can't help taking notice of here; that ſina 
the Cuſtoms which the Jews had in comma 
with the c ;Zgyptians, were in uſe likewiſei 
ſeveral other Countries; why, ſay you, m 
they needs have been borrowed from « Api 
rather than from any other Country? This yo 
repeat, and inſiſt on again in another place 
nay, you go ſo far in one Inſtance to declats 
that of all Countries under Heaven (A 
was the moſt unlikely 10 derive the C uſt 
from 4. Now I cannot for my life conceint 
how tis poſſible for one, who knows any thin 
of the Zewsfp Hiſtory, and has the leaſt gi 


l . Reply, p. 27. 2 Ib. p. 2 5 3 Ibid. p. 42. 
. 3 . 


© 


1 
of Judgment, to put fo ſilly a Queſtion. The 


— 7:wiſ Nation was nurſed up in c Eguyr from 


its very Infancy, and during a Reſidence there 
of above 200 Years grew up from one ſingle 


ol Family into a mighty People : In all which 
hav Time, as is abovementioned, they were train- 
y out ed in all the Cuſtoms, and complied even with 


the Religion and Idolatry of the Country: and 


I en after they had quitted it, they retained 
uſeen ill, we find, the old fondneſs for the Cuſtoms, 
» but c#171199e's and Worſhip they had been uſed 


o: and this not only on their Journey, when 
ic Impreſſion and Memory of thoſe Cuſtoms 
here ſtrong on their Minds, but when they 
ere ſettled in quiet Poſſeſſion of the pro- 
miſed Land, and formed into a regular State; 
here they continued remarkable for nothing 
o much as their Ayerſion to Strangers, and 
their Care to preſerye themſelves ſeparate and 
lear of any Mixture with all other Nations. 


it fince 
mmon 
wile I 


u, f 

Ani this be true, as it certainly is, what ground 
his yen there poſſibly be for what you ſo oſt in- 
lace Nilcate; that they might have borrowed their 
geclau ams from any other Country as probably as 
Anu” Apt? Every Man of Senſe muſt needs 


Cuff uch at you for entertaining the leaſt thought 

MW its Probability; which you might however 
ve entertained as long as you pleaſe, had 
au but excuſed me from thinking it probable 
oo, and not made this very Inſtance, in which 
Hollow Reaſon, Fact and Hiſtory, a Proof of 

ny Partiality and Prejudice againſt Moſes. 

| 5, N Fifthly, 


| 


„ 

Fiſthly, I have paſſed over one of you 
Obſervations in my way, about the Trex. 
ment of Leprous Perſons, on purpoſe to gin 
It a particular Anſwer; as it is the only onen 
your Book, where your Charge upon me d 
miſquoting is ſupported with any Truth g 
Reaſon. The Paſſage however is found i 
Herodotus, in the very Senſe I had given iſ an) 
it, tho not, it ſeems, among the Cuſtoms i 
eZgypt, where Thad ranged it, but of Perjy! 
Bat tho' it would not perhaps be difficult i 
ſthew, that the ſame Treatment of Leprofy wx C 
practiſed alſo in c Apt; yet, as the Quotatiu ig ar 
ſtands, I cannot but own it to be the effet duced 
Negligence, and want of Attention in me: Mich: 
took it from my Papers, whither I had tra- 2 
fcribed it, and not having the Original neu non 
me, or being in haſte to finiſh what was Eve 
fore me, I truſted to Memory and the Put w. 
ſuaſion T was under, that the Fact was relat 
ted of © Ag ypt: Which I allow to be a Fault, tha 
that deſerves Animadverſion, as I ſhould a e ys 
frankly have done in any other Article WW þ x 
charge me with, had there appeared any jullMerive is 
Ground or Reaſon for ſuch Charge. But ſine is ver 
you have taken from me one c Axptian (erna 
rom, I think myſelf obliged to replace it wit 2 
another, viz. the Laws about Animals cle 
and unclean; which the learned Coteltru via. B 


allows to have been taken probably from t 


2. apud 
edulas, 0 
2. Sec. 2 


Reply, p. 26. | 
Pratiit 


. 

vo practice of e/Egypt; to which the Hebrew 
Treat. Nation, he ſays, were too much additted * ; 
and gives us a Quotation of Porphyry, from 
Cheremon the c Agiptian Hiſtorian, import- 


me ding, that the Prieſts fe Egypt abſtained from 
ath ub, and all four footed Beaſts, whoſe Hoofs 
nd uber were not cloven at all, or cloven into 


many Diviſions, or ſuch as had not Horns (or, 
what comes to the ſame, did not chew the 


eh) and all carnivorous Birds *, 

ult to It would be endleſs to run thro” all the Jew- 
ſy wal C:/foms, which Men of the greateſt Learn- 
tatig and Experience in theſe ſtudies have de- 


fect o 
me: 
| trau- 


uced from the Practice of c_/Egypr. There's 
uch an Affinity, ſays Kircher, between the 
ſewiſb and c_Egyftiian Rites, Sacrifices, Ce- 


ul neu monies ; that either the © Agyptians muſt 
as be ve Hebraiſed, or the Hebrews c /Egyptiſed3 : 
e 3 ut which of them followed the other in thele 
_ reiat- 


lites, is o clearly decided by the learned Spen- 
r, that no Man, unleſs ſupinely credulous, as 
e ſays, can belzeve it to have been the c_Egyp- 


Fault 
uld a 


le Joggen. And indeed both he and Marſham 
1y eye in a manner the d he ritual Law from 
t nas very Source of «Egypt : The moveable 
2 Cuf abernacle, Ark of the Covenant, Cherubims, 


t with 
cn 
eleriu 
n th 


lar, Sacrifices, Prieſil) Veſtments, the Sab- 


Vid. Barnabz Epiſt. ex Editione Cotelerii c. x. Not. 42. 
Idi p 6 Not: 79. 3 Propyl. Agoniſt. 


edulas, opinari poteſt Egyptios, &c. de Leg. Hebræor. 1, 3. 


* 


2. dec. 2. p. 6 50. 


ratiil bath 


2. apud Oedip. Egypt. T. 1. 4 Nemo vero niſi ſupine 
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| ke the propriety of it, in order to make th 


Ln 
bath, Feſtivals, Waſhings, Purificating 
Oracles, Prophecy, Divination, &e i. 
You go on to oblerve, that I ſheww my Shj 
or great Negligence of No: in falſly rendy. 
ing into Engliſh the Latin Tranſlation of Ma. 
monides's Words *. Hard indeed, not to i. 
low me capable of tranſlating even Latj; 
But whatever you pleaſe to allow, I pretend 
to a Skill which you are not yet Maſter of, 
rendering the true Meaning of a Paſſage agree 
able to the general Notion conveyed by it 
without trifling and dwelling on the leſs fig. 
ficant words, ſo as to hurt the main and ob- 
vious Senſe of the whole. Let us try you 
Criticiſm by this Rule. Spencer ſpeaking d 
Circumciſion in the Words of Maimonides,, 
calls it res duriſſima & difficillima ; here v 
have its Character and Deſcription ; and tht 
main Notion of the Paſſage is, that it was a mf 
Har ſb and moſt hazardons thing: Now is it pil 
ſible that a thing in its Nature the moſt du 
gerous, could ever be performed without ſin 
Danger? But I change, you ſay, the reſtra 
ing Word, ſometimes with Hazard, into ſon 
lagard: Where every body but yourſelf w 


Sentence conſiſtent with itſelf: for as ſoon 1 
I diſcover the true Sentiment of an Autho 
tis enough for me to catch hold of that, a 


r Thid. 1. 3. c. 3. p. 663, &c. lt. Marſh. Can Chron. 

2 Reply, p. 29. | Res duriſſima & difficillima, i 
ſine vitæ diſcrimine quandoque ſubeunda. 
| nd 


bas}. 


not like your ſolemn Pedants think myſelf 
obliged to follow the very Inaccuracies and 
y Shi Perplexities of the Original. 

we But you urge me ſtill and ſay, that I ſhew my 
8 M. al Dexterity in the uſe of a Paſſage taken 
| from Lzghtfoot *, on whoſe Authority I aſſert 


t70ns, 


. - ; hat the frequent Mortality occaſioned by Cir- 
e cumciſion produced a ſtanding Law, that when 


of e Perſon had loſt three Children ſucceſſively by 
„„, be was to be excuſed from cirrumciſing the 


wa %% in conſequence of which there were actually 
yi m uncircumciſed among them, &c. Where 
4 * Lightfoot, you obſerve, [peaks not a wordeither 


of a ſtanding Law, or the frequent Mortality 
AY of Circumciſion. But does not the Caſe itſelf 
4% peak neceſſarily of both? And can any Man 
he a be ſo filly as to think, that by a fanding Law 

[could mean a Law of Moſes ? No, the fre- 


/ you 


B * quent Mortality occaſioned by Circumciſion 
it pa produced a Judgment or Deciſion, as you own, 
F of the Rabbins or Fewiſh Doctors, who were 
wy both Interpreters of the Law and Guides of 
an Conſcience, that when a Man had loft three 
o ſom Children ſucceſſively by Circumciſion, he ſhould 
x Car be excuſed from circumcifing the reſt, This I 
ke tf a /fanding Law or Prattice, or Cuſtom; 


grounded on a Decree of the proper Judges in 
the Caſe. But Light foot, you ſay, does not 
ſpeak a Word of the frequent Mortality of it. 
But does not the Fact he mentions as ſome- 


lime, nf | 1 Reply, p. 30. 
times 
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times happening of three Children dying of it 
fucceſſively, neceſſarily imply and infer it? Al. 
low the Caſe to have happened, tho” but ſel. 
dom, and the other will follow of courſe: 
And here you ſhew, what you do indeed in 
every other Place, that your Cavils are found. 
ed only in your own Miſtake of the very thing 
you cavil at: For you charge me as produ- 
cing this Paſſage to prove, that the Caſe of 
three Children's dying ſucceſſively by Circunci 
ſion was frequent with them * : Whereas all! 
endeayour to ſhew, is, that he Mortality if 
Circumciſion muſt needs be frequent, becauſe 


that Caſe did ſometimes happen : No body can 


imagine the Caſe itſelf to be very common, 
tho' you allow fve or ſix inſtances of it on Re- 
cord.; and if no more had eyer happened, they 
are more than ſufficient to ſhew, that Circum- 
cifion was ordinarily dangerous and often mor- 
tal: You will hardly deny the Small Pox to 
be frequently mortal, yet few or none per- 
haps know five or ſix Caſes of three Children 
Aying ſucceſſively of it in the ſame Family: 
which yet happened ſo often, according to 
Lightfoot, thro* the danger of Circumciſion, 
that there were many uncircumciſed on that 
account both of the Prieſts and People. And 
thus the Words of Maimonides and Paſſage ol 
Lightfoot, in ſpite of your Cayils, demon- 


: Reply, p. 31. | 
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ſtrably prove all I contend for, the frequent 


Mortality of Circumciſion. 


[ have now gone thro” your Criticiſins on my 


uotations, and have ſhewn them to be both 


| falſe and trifling, void both of Learning and 


Judgment: But this, Sir, ought not to reflect 
ſo much Shame on you, as the want of Can- 
dour and Truth, and the love of Calumny 
you betray in the Management of them. At 


| ſetting out you would perſuade your Reader, 


that there's /carce ane Quotation, which I 
have not abuſed and miſrepreſented; yet out 
of fourſcore you attempt only ſome ſlight Ob- 
jections to fifteen, as you reckon, but as every 
body elſe will count, 7hzrieen only; the two 
laſt, as we ſhall preſently ſee, being not excep- 
tions to my Quotations, (as to enhance the 
Number, you abſurdly call them) but to my 
Reaſonings: And of thele thirteen, there's 
but a poor ſingle one left you, in which you 
haye ſhewn indeed ſome want of attention or 
too much haſte in me, but no poſſible ſuſpici- 
on of any wilful Miſrepreſentation. Is this 
then the part of a Man of Honour or Integri- 
ty to calumniate ſo ſtrongly on a Foundation 
lo weak? Is this ſuitable to the Gravity of the 
Perſon you aſſume, and your conjuring me ſo 
ſolemnly in God's Name, and for the ſake of 
Sincerity, to weigh things better, and report 
Facts more fairly * ? Will not the Reader be 


Reply, p. 40, 41. | 
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apt to entertain the ſame Suſpicion of your 
Religion, as he muſt before have done of you Mr H 
Learning, that with all this Outcry about i, Meccd 
you have no real Eſteem or Concern for it; Ines 
for which Reflection he will find {ſtill but to em. 
much Reaſon in what follows? ry fe 
You proceed to call over again the Stor dyc 
Babel, and declare my account of ther Con- em: 
ufron to be truly a confuſed one * where for m 
the ſake of a ſtupid Jeſt, you put your Jude. W"45 
ment to ſome risk with the Reader; who / 
may not perhaps be of Opinion, that my way ut th. 
of writing is ſo confuſed as you would inti- 6 
mate: But to come to the Point. I ſhall fr r A 
conſider what you object to my Account of Lou 
this Fact, and then examin the Merit of you bapte 
own Expoſition of it. j ti 
I have ſaid in my Letter, that the Sons e th 
Noah were ſo far from any Reſolution of ni od. 
diſperſing themſelves, that before the Confuſion Wt why 
of Babel they — already begun to diſperſe, and 
225 ſent off a great Colony from the Ei 
to the 4 of Shinaar *. For this I produced 
the concurrent Teſtimony both of Proteſtant 
and Papiſt, both Patrick and Calmet ; and 
thought myſelf very orthodox and fafe under 
the Shelter of ſuch Authority; but all, it 
ſeems, in vain; ſince the Queſtion, you ay 
15 not — = C ommentator has — but 


hat 


Reply, p. 31. 2 Letter to Dr. RATS, p. 41. 
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0. 
bat the Scripture has taught about the Mat- 


iced Divines? Commentators are at ſome 
mes every thing; at others nothing with 
em. Doctor Waterland contemns his Adver- 
ry for having no Acquarntance with them * ; 
nd you contemn me for being acquainted with 
em: The Doctor ſays, that there's not one 
ommentator of Note but would have ſet his 
Intagoniſt right ? ; you pretend to ſhew, that 
woof the beſt Note have ſet me quite wrong ?. 


g Patrick and Calmet againſt ſuch an Expo- 
You obſerve, that in the end of the tenth 
1, 'tis ſaid of the Sons of Noah, that by them 


ld. And then it follows, Chap. xi. And 
je whole Earth was of one Language and one 
perch, Where all Mankind, you ſay, is ſpoken 
without the Excluſion of any Part. But 
ay, Sir, what do theſe two Verſes import, but 
Davy ſeyeral Nations of the World were 
unded and peopled by the Diſperſion of the 
ms of Noah: 8 that before 5 22 of 


bel the whole Earth had but one Language? 


here the very Expreſſion of the whole Earth 


ems to intimate ſome kind of diſperſion and 


opling of different Countries previous to 


'Seript. Vind. Par. 1. P. 8. 2 Ibid. p. 244 3 Rep. p. 32. 
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r. How hard is it to deal with ſuch thorough- 


ut there cannot be much difficulty in defend- 
or as your ſelf: Let's try what can be done. 
bapter of Geneſis preceding the Story of Ba- 


tre the Nations divided in the Earth after the 
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that Confuſion. But in the next Verſe tis ſi 
And it came to paſs as they journeyed jy 
the Eaſt, that they found a Plain in the Ly 
of Shinaar and dwelt there. That is; of the 
Sons of Noah, by whom the Nations were 
vided, in the very Act of dividing and diſef 
ing themſelves, as one great part or Cal 
travelled from the Eaſt, they found a con 
nient Plain and ſettled there. But here's not 
Mora, you ſay, about their diſperſing themſelit 
or ſending of Colonies : But is it not implied 
this journeying from the Eaſt, or is it poſſi 
to diſperſe any otherwiſe than by journeyin 
from one Place to another? But there's! 
Hint given; you obſerve, that this is to bem 
derſtood of a part of them only, and not of th 
whole. But where the Text is ſilent, or d 
ſeure, muſt not we fill up the Senſe of it fr 
Reaſon and the Nature of things, which n 
ceſſarily ſuggeſt ſuch a Diſtinction? For wit 
Senſe can there be in ſuppoſing, as you d 
that the whole of Mankind muſt needs ti 
vel thus from Place to Place in one Body 
Why, when they had conſumed the Provji 
and Forage their firſt Settlement afforded, th 
were forced, you ſay, to remove 10 anotlu 
But would not Reaſon and Neceflity hat 
taught them, that the only Remedy for til 
Evil muſt be their ſeparating from each oth 
and not journeying together? For the ſame li 
convenience would always attend them, whi 


they all held in a Body; and there couldbat 
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en no end of their journeying, if they had 
ng together, till they had eat up every thing 
e Place afforded: All which Diſtreſs would 


icuals grew ſcarce for their whole Number, 
ey had ſent off a Part or Colony to freſh 
marters; whilſt as many of them ſtaid be- 
nd and Kept Poſſeſſion of the old ones, as 
ey were capable of receiving. 


{to be concerned and preſent at the Confu- 
mof Babel, you involve Noah and his Sons, 
ho were then alive, in the Guilt and Part- 
hip of that Rebellion againft God: But 
s improbable or incredible rather, that ſuch 


itues are ſo celebrated in Scripture, could 
er have conſented himſelf to ſo wicked a 
ject, or that ſo venerable a Parent of hu- 
# Race ſhould not have Credit and Autho- 
enough in his own Family to have re- 
ned them from ſo daring an Impiety. So 
tis on all accounts highly reaſonable to 
nelude with the learned Commentators above 
ntioned, that it was but 2 Colony or Part of 
whole, that travelled from the Eaſt, and 
re concerned in building the Tower of Babel. 


can collect from this Story is, that the Mul- 
ge at Babel, knowing they muſt ſoon be diſa- 
ed ſtill further, had a mind before ſuch Diſ- 
ron to erect ſome public Monument of their 
0c1mmon 


ee been prevented at once, if as ſoon as 


Again, by ſuppoſing the whole Body of Man- 


Preacher of Rig hteouſneſs, whoſe Faith and 


But T had obſerved in my Letter, that all 
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common Origin, by building a City and a Ton 
er that ſhould reach as high as Heaven; 
that it was the Preſumption and Arrogance y 
this Deſign that induced God to baffle it by ty 
founding their Language, &c. Now you d 
the contrary affirm, that I collect from the d 
ry a Deſign quite different from what the ſj 
ry expreſly mentions * : Where I muſt leayeith 
the Reader to judge whether I have juth 
repreſented the Senſe of Scripture or no: F 
does it not plainly intimate, that the Groun 
of their offending God, was in the Deſign the 
had projected of building a Tower as high i 
Heaven? Does it give any other Inftancet 
their Arrogance and Preſumption? And dx 
it not likewiſe expreſly ſay, that their Inte 
was to raiſe themſelves a Name by the Prof 
they had formed ? The Story I declaredt 
be a ſtrange one, and durſt not for that Re 
fon venture on any other Solution of it, th 
what the very Words ſuggeſted. But [ 
miſled, you lay, and endeavour to miſlead 
Reader by the idle Tranſlation of the Old Ont 
and Latin Interpreters; ſince the Origin 
imports juſt what our Engliſh Verſion give 
let us build a City and a Tower that may rea 
10 Heaven, and let us make a Name, leſt ui. 
ſcattered abroad, &c. And allowing all thi 
does not even the Word 7e/7 imply an Appt 
henſion or Notion that they ſhould ſhortly 
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obliged to diſperſe further; and an Intention 
conſequently to erect this pub/ick Monument 
ance Men make themſelves a Name before ſuch Di f- 
on? But the Word leſt according to you 
yes a quite different Turn to the Senſe ; as 
if it had been ſaid, det us build a City and a 
Tower, to prevent or hinder our further Diſper- 
by, Strange Nonſenſe ! As if a Tower could 
change the Nature of Things, and prevent 
heir being ſcattered abroad or diſperſed to 
people the Earth: Unleſs you can ſuppoſe 
them reſol ved to combat Heaven itſelf, and 
filly enough to imagine that by the help of 
ſuch Entrenchments they ſhould be able to 
hffle the Power of the Almighty. 

The Text then, whether we render it ac- 
cording to the Seventy Interpreters and the old 
Latin, or according to our vulgar Engliſh 
comes, we ſee, in a manner to the ſame thing: 
| cannot however diſmiſs it without obſerv- 
ing the Raſhneſs of your Cenſure on the Old 
Greek Verſion, which you call an Iale Tranſ- 
ion, tho it was ſo frequently uſed, and 
authenticated as it were by our Saviour, the 
Apoſtles and Evangeliſts, and held for Sacred 
land Inſpired by all the Primitive Fathers. 

I ſhall now juſt ſpend a Word or two in 
camining your own Account of this Hiſtori- 
cal Fact; where tho' you ſeem cautious of 
uing Dr. Waterland's Words, yet you aſſert 
in effect the very ſame thing, which in every 
Dreſs of Language will always be equally ab- 

3 = ſurd. 
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ſurd. The Doctor lays, that the Sons of Ny 
had formed a Conſpiracy to hang together ing 
Cluſter, and neither to diſperſe nor cultivatethy 
_ Ground, had not God miraculouſly interpoſed t 
confound their Projects, & *. You ſay, thi 
they were reſolved to hold cloſely together; f 
adhere ſtrifily to each other, and never to put 
if God had not forced them to it, to preven 
thoſe Quarrels and Wars which would mevits 
bly ariſe among them from their living togethn 
&c 2. Strange, that ſuch a loving, fond Society, 


upor 
rathi 
haye 
tion 
ual 
BE 
frutf 
till tl 
of Vi 


that could not bear the thought of leaving aa 1 
other, determined, as you ſay, to live and Alves 
together , ſhould ſo ſoon be engaged in Quand a 
rels and Wars ! But their Love, it ſeems, y ee hc 
ſo extravagant, that it was worle than Dea ud 
to them to part, and they would chuſe ning 
ther to Kill one another, than live aſunde fant, 
Tis ſurprizing, I ſay, that Men of any Uther ( 
derſtanding can take up with ſuch Abſurd his « 


ties, and after much Pains and Plodding 
ſhould have got no further in thinking tha 
what their Nurſes had taught them. 
Had Mankind in thoſe firſt Ages of tie 
World been all confin d within ſome 1/an 
whence no Eſcape was practicable; the Ac- 
count you give might have had ſome Re: 
ſon in it, that as faſt as their Numbers in 
creaſed and their Victuals diminiſhed, they 
muſt haye been forced to deſtroy and pre) 
_ 1 Scripture Vindicated, Part 1. p· 42- 
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upon each other; but even in ſuch a Caſe, 
ther than periſh by Hunger, they would 
have ſtruggled hard and tried many an Inven- 
tion of Floats and Veſſels in queſt of better 
Quarters by Sea: But to 1uppoſe ſuch a Mul- 
titude in the middle of the Continent and in 
fuitful Plains determined to hold together 
till they ftarved, and like Men in the Extre- 
mity of a Siege, Killing each other for want 
f Victuals, which yet might be had for fetch- 
og; whilſt Plenty and all the World lay be- 
fre them, if they would but diſperſe them- 
les to the Enjoyment of it; is fo ſenſeleſs 
ind abſurd a Notion, that tis inconceiva- 
le how any Man can entertain it. There 
ould not then be any want of a Miracle to 
ring about the Diſperſion of Mankind in its 
fant, growing State ; or occaſion for any 
ter Command, than what was given to Man 
t his Creation and implanted in his Nature; 
creaſe and multiply ; the certain Conſequence 
which is to diſperſe and repleniſh the Earth: 
s own natural Appetites would neceſſarily 
ce him to it, as ſoon as it became conveni- 
nt, in ſpite of any Will or Reſolution to the 
ntrary, could any ſuch without Abſurdity 

e ſuppoſed. : | 
You come at laſt to expoſe the Falſhood of 
he Hiſtorical Facts, which I have raſbiy ad- 
lunced, as you ſay ®*, in ſeveral Parts of my 
Utter : Where one would imagine that you 
11 Reply, p. 41. 
"TOs 2 ___ would 


fuſion of Babel. This you call one of the H. 
ftorical Facts, that I have falſly advance, 


the Sum total of my Malice and Impicty, 


than the «Zgyprians from the Fews, from tit 


for Learning, yet ſince my Reaſoning ſuppe 


( 68 ) 


would have conteſted with me every ſg} 
Fact I had touched upon, fince you proclam 
it in your Title Page, and undertake to ſhey 
the general Falſhood of them all: Yet all the 
Facts you pretend to diſpute with me are bu 
two; and of theſe tuo, the ſecond, as T ye ch 
ſerved above, is uo Queſtion of Fatt at all, bu 
a Squabble only about my Opinion or Man. 
ner of ſolving a certain Fact which we bol 
allow to be delivered in Hiſtory, viz. the Cy 


which ſhews the little Arts you are forced u 
uſe to raiſe an Outcry againſt me, and enhang 


The only Fact then you conteſt with ni 
as raſply advanced in my Letter, is concem an ne 
ing the Learning, Politeneſs, and flourih 
ing Condition of «Egypt in Moſes's Time. 
had aſſerted it to be more probable that th 
Zews ſhould borrow from the «_Zgyptiunt 


general Character of the two Nations of tix 
e Egyptians, as always learned and polite; d 
the 7ews, always rude and illiterate. Andtho 
T had aſſigned no Period of Time to their Fam 


ſes them poſſeſſed of it before Moſes's time, | 
will here join Iſſue, and allow, as you fay' 
that the Queſtion between us is, whell 
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eAgypt was ſo great 4 Kingdom, ſo polite 
Nation in Moſes's time as I have repreſented 


it, This then is the Fact, that I undertake to 
Ute nake good; I will not ſay againſt you, who 
ebu Mſecem to know but little of the Matter, but 
e ch againſt what you abſurdly call the Demon- 
|. bu fra710775 and Diſcoveries of Sir Iſaac Newton. 
Man- You had heard much talk of Sir Iſaacs 
bone Demonſtrations in Mathematicks and his great 
Cn Diſcoveries in Natural Knowledge; and ima- 
e H ned perhaps that thoſe Words ſignified no- 


hing more than Conjecture or Opinion. For 
had you reflected what a Demonſtration meant, 
you could not have applied it to a Syſtem of 
WChronology, however probable, or preferableto | 
Ell others, which from the Nature of Things 


n never reach Certainty or admit of Demon- 
[ratzon, But pray, Sir, after all what is it that 
dir Jſaac has diſcovered? has he brought to | 
gat any old Authors, which for Ages paſt 

ad lain buried in Oblivion; or any Monu- 
nents of Antiquity unknown before to the 
urious? Or has he done in the learned, 
hat he did in the natural World; invented 


at tl 
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ite; d 


ad tho nw Teleſcope, to pry into remote and dark 
Fam utiquity with more Accuracy than had been 
ſuppo N racticable before ? If he has done nothing of 
time, Nis, then a/l his Diſcoveries can amount on- 
ſay to Conjecture; which, like that of all other 
eta len, will always be fallible and uncertain, as 
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we ſhall find more eſpecially in the very In. he 
ſtance before us. | to 
In ſaying this, I am far from any thought Wh ſlig 
of weakening the Authority or leſſening the WM Ste 
Character of Sir 1/aac ; I have as great u I/ 
Honour for him as you have, and Iook up f. 
him as one of the greateſt Philoſophers the they 
World has ever odd : But if as in Mz elf; 
thematicks and Philoſophy, ſo in every other lar P 
Part of Learning, his Authority muſt need to ſe. 


be advanced above that of all others; I muf 
take the liberty to diſſent from you, and to dt. 
clare, that for a thorough Knowledge of Ar 
tiquity, and the whole Compaſs of Greek 
e Egyptian Learning, there have been, inny 
Opinion, and now are, many Men as far ſupe 
rior to him, as he within his proper Character 
ſaperior to every body elſe. And I cannot but 
obſerve, that it is much the ſame Caſe here 
with the Authority of Sir Iſaac, as it wa 
bove with that of Moſes ; tis not I, but you 
who weaken it, by forcing and ftretching it 
to a Point whither it can't be extended, to 1 
length it never can reach. 
But to come to the Queſtion, of the Polit. 
neſs and Learning of the Agyptians in Mi 
ſes's time: I had touched it but ſlightly in my 
Letter, imagining that it muſt have been ta- 
ken for granted, or could not at leaſt be cal- 
led in queſtion by any Chriſtian on the fit- 
gle Teſtimony of St. Stephen; who affirms, 
Moſes to have been learned in all the * 1 
| e . 


4 


A 


y In- the Egyptians *. But I was much ſurprized 
| to find you treat St. Stephens Authority fo 


2uzht WY fightly ; by telling us, that theſe Words of St. 
g the BY Stephen: were not a Proof of any thing but that 
at u be ſpoke according to the then receiv'd Tradition 
upon ofthe Jeu 2; which is telling us in effect, that 
s the they proved juſt nothing at all, but that him- 
M. elf was miſled by the vulgar Errors and popu- 
other lar Prejudices of that Age; that had he lived 
need; to fee Sir Iſaac Newton's Demonſtrations and 
muſt D/ eoveries, he muſt have been of another 

-0 dee Mind. Strange! to find fo zealous an Advo- 


" An cate of Chriſtianity, in order to get rid of a 
k ad laht Difficulty, deſtroying the very Founda- 
in my {tion of all Revealed Religion. For is it poſſi- 
ſupe le, Sir, that a Perſon inſpired by God, full 
ger F he Holy Ghoſt, and ſpeaking under the 


au Influence and Direction of the Divine 
pirit, as St. Stephen here did, could be miſ- 
ed by popular Error or Prejudice to utter 
ny thing falſe and erroneous ? Such a Con- 
con muſt needs ſhake, I ſay, the very 
oundation of Chriſtianity itſelf, For what 
mpreſſion could its Dictates make, if tho 
Ipired, they could yet be ſuppoſed to be falſe? 
Thus whilſt your zeal for ſenſeleſs Syſtems 


n my {'nſports you to treat me rudely, for mode- 
n ta · ting only the extravagant Notions of ſome 
ci: ¶ f our popular Divines, and demoliſhing ſuch 
> fif- i | 
rms, Act. vii. 22. 2 Reply, p. 49. | 


TY light 
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Night Outworks as make the Defence of Re. 
ligion more difficult; you betray the vey 
Citadel, and yield up the Fortreſs itſelf 
This is a length and freedom of thinking 
which, I aſſure you, I cannot reach; hoy. 
ever you are pleaſed to calumniate me as; 
Favourer of Infidelity : For tho I'm far fron 
thinking every Title in the Holy Scriptun 
to be inſpired ; or that Perſons inſpired on cet 
tain Occaſions, muſt of courſe be infallible d 
all; yet I cannot but think it a Point fund 
mental and neceſſary to be believed by 
Chriſtians, that whilſt a Man is under the « 
tual Influence and Direction of the Holy Glu 
he muſt at the ſame time be 7nfallible u 
ſuperior to all Error; or elſe Chriſtianity cu 
not be defended. In the preſent Caſe ther 
fore, from the ſingle Teſtimony of St. Steph 
full of the Holy Ghoſt, we are as much oblige 
to believe, that Learning flouriſhed inc Ay} 
before Moſes's time, as that Chriſtianity itfe 
true ; for both muſt ſtand or fall together. 
And here I have the pleaſure to findm 
Opinion confirmed by Dr. Waterland him 
on whoſe Learning and Judgment you ſet 
high a Value; who affirms the Aurhortt 
St. Stephen ſpeaking by the Spirit of God, vi et 
regard to any Action or Paſſage of Hiſtoſ 
to be ſufficient to ſilence all Cavils to 
thing itſelf, tho' otherwiſe ſeemingly wr! 
and contrary to the reaſon of things; as in 


Caſe of Moſes's killing the Egyptian: hi 


„ 


nuch more deciſive then muſt the ſame Au- 
mority be, when it aſſerts only a plain matter 


f Ree 


110 f Fact, in itſelf harmleſs and indifferent? 
nkin i hy, to uſe the Doctor's own Words; the 
how BOuef ton admits of a ſhort Deciſion, and is only 


hs? Whether St. Stephen full of the Holy 
bolt, or a Gentleman full of himſelf and his 
wn Imaginations be moſt likely to paſs a true 
Moment on the Caſe * ? 5 
To the Teſtimony of St. Stephen we may 


e 384 
* from 
tut 
IN cer 


ih e ol 

* d another from the Old Teſtament; where 

by a celebrating the great Wiſdom of Salomon 

the os (aid, that it exceeded that of the c Agypti- 

Chi. Now this, whether we are to take it for 

3s 811724, or as a meer hiſtorical Teſtimony, muſt 
oweyer convince all who have any regard for 


cripture, that . Agypt was famed for Wiſdom 
rep re the Age of Solomon ; but Scripture is no- 
oblixſins with you to Sir Haacs Demonſtratimns; 
FT, WED diſcovered, it ſee ms, that the ©/Zgyp- 
itt luns had not ſo much as the uſe of Letters 
ther, Prong them till Salomon s Rejgn 3. 


With this Account of Scripture the whole 
tream of Profane Hiſtory entirely agrees; 
ut the e_Zgyprians of all People in the 
Vorld had the moſt ancient Monuments, and 
loſt authentick Proofs of their Learning and 
iquity. 
— owns, that the Greeks borrowed 
molt every thing from them; that they were 
An Script. Vindic. Part 2. p. 5. 21 Kings iv. 30. 
an: f Reply, P. 43. | | 
Bu the 


— — 
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the Inventors of moſt Arts and Sciences; 71, 
Dzviſion of the Tear ; the Immortality of ile 
Soul; the Names and Worſhip of the Gods, A. 
tars, Statuary, ' Scuiprure, &c *. That thy 


teckoncd a Succeſſion of Kings from Heri . 
10 Amaſis, for the Space of ſeventeen thouſanl 1 
Tears ; which they pretended to demonſtiratehy . | 
an exact Regiſter and Computation of Tine n. 0 l 
gularly preſerved in their ſacred Boobs 2. | 7 


Diodorus Siculus gives much the ſame Ac 
count of their Antiquity and Invention of An 
and Sciences; and lays, that beſides their fall 
laus Hiſtory, wherein they ſuppoſed their Coun 
it to have been governed by the Gods, they pre 
tended to a Succeſſion of four hundred and |: 
venty Kings and frue Queens Natives of Aga 
excluſive of the Time they were under the A 
thiopians, Perſians aud Macedonians ; of d 
which Reigus they had clear and diſtinct A. 
counts in their ſacred Records, deſtribing pu 
ticularly every Prince's Perſon, Charater au 

Length of Reign; from which Books he hm 
ſelf had made his Extratts 3. He ſays allo 
what indced all other Writers confirm, that! 
was antiently the moſt populous of all the kniv 
Countries of the World; and had in it abi 
eighteen thouſandCities and conſiderableToun 
Pomponius Mela and Pliny affirm it to hal 


7 Herod. I. 2. c. 4, 46, o, 123, Kc. 


2 Ibid. c. 43. Tara Aut wreming Oar; i 4 
avere net; deut dH dH Th ire, Tbid. c. 145. 

+ Biblioth, HL 3. f. 41, 4e. Edi, Rhodom, It. F 27 Bi 361 

| | ha * 
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if the 


1 4 and that it continued to their own Time, 
S, 


well Focked with Cities, tho leſs noble ones*. 


Ke This Notion of the Greatneſs, Antiquity 
ei nd Learning of the «Egyptians ſuperior to all 
44 ther Nations, is fully confirm'd and aſſerted 


by all the primitive Writers both Fews and 


0 e Chriſtians. | 


| m | Philo the learned Jew, who himſelf lived 
6 4 „Apt, tells us, that Moſes learnt of his 
f 1 ptian Maſters, who were ſought out for 
6 / hin from all Parts, Arithmetick, Geometry, 
IE Muck, and their Philoſophy expreſſed by 
2 by "WW Smbo!s, or Hieroglyphicks under the Figures of 
7 h Animals ; and Mathematicks, which the 
y Eo yptians were eſpecially fond of, &c*. 
A Clemens of Alexandria, who lived likewiſe 
J F in eAZpypr, exactly follows Philo's Account, 
ed aſcribes to the eZgyptians the Invention 
ae the principal Arts and Sciences 3. © * 


Euſebius after both affirms the ſame thing; 


ts and Sciences, declares, that they had the 
kareft and moſt undoubted Monuments of their 
antiquity, and that he Greeks borrowed all 
ma manner from them 4. 
Joſephus is juſt in the ſame Story with the 
ſl, and allows them in So/omon's time to 


De Situ Orbis, I. 1. c. 9. Hiſt. Nat. 1. 5. c. 9 


"bs View Moth ee Shen Date 
27. 3. . 361: Edit. Potter. Præparat. Evangel. p. 29, &c. 


79, 280. &c. Edit, R. Steph. | 
f LY hayc 


had twenty thouſand in the Reign of Amaſis 


uſcribes to the Egyptians the Invention of 


on" 


— mony of all Hiſtory obliged them to allow 


„„ 
have excelled all other Nations in the Fame of 
their Wiſdom*. _ n | 
Nov if there had been any Prejudice in 
theſe Jewiſß and Chriſtian Writers, who were 
all zealous and orthodox in their Religion, it 
mult needs have been like yours on the other 

' fide of the Queſtion; in thinking it a Dim. 
nut ion to the Authority of Moſes, to imagin 
that he had borrowed any thing from «_/Zgypt; 
but the Notoriety of the Fact and the Teſti. 


and aflert the Truth, which can never do 
- Hurt to any Cauſe that is good. 

But tis time to examine what Sir I/ 
Newton has demonſirated and diſcovered i 
Oppoſition to all this Authority. Why, he ha 
obſerved, that e,Z#gypt was ſo thinly people 
75 the Birth of Moſes, that Pharaoh ſaias 
the Iſraelites, behold the Children of Iſrael art 
more and mightier than we : From whence it 
may at leaſt, you ſay, be inferred, that the Fews 
were-then no leſs powerful and flouriſumg « 
People than the «Egyptians *. Where you 
ſeem to think yourſelf very modeſt in not inſiſt 
ing on much more, viz. that the Iſraelites welt 
even more potent and numerous than their Maſ 
ters the c_Figyptians. Strange Notion indeed 
Not that I wonder at you, whoſe Notions 
ſcem generally to be taken on truſt, but at 


might 
Cities 
ven 2. 
draw 1 
Phar- 
what's 
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meerly on Miſtake or want of Attention to 
the lofty and hyperbolical Stile of Scripture : 


have proved, that the Fews were abſolute- 
ly the moſt powerful Nation in the World, 
ince none of the great Monarchies ever reach- 
ed the height of thoſe Deſcriptions we find 
given of them in the Sacred Writings; where 
they are oft deſcribed to be as numerous as 
the Sands of the Sea and the Stars of Heaven, 


er do ir Multitude. And tis from the ſame Subli- 
Nxnity of Expreſſion, that the ſeven petty Nations 
Jaa of the promiſed Land are ſaid to be more and 
ed nWnichtier than theſe very Iſraelites; and their 
ie ha Cities impregnable and even fenced up to Hea- 
ple ven 2. But to review the Text itſelf, whence you 


aw this Inference: The People of Iſrael, ſays 
an Pharaoh, are more and mightier than ue: And 


ce ij vhats the Conſequence? Why, a Reſolution 


to afflict them the more heavily for it, and to 
e Jou vonderful Proof of ſuperior Power and Might, 


for it by the fewer and weaker / | 

\ But to examine a little the Poſſibility of 
eds Notion from the very Account we have 
tion5Bof it in Scripture. Whilſt Abraham the Fa- 
ut aer of the Fews was yet childleſs, e;Zgyptis 


* Gen. xxii.17. 2 Sam. xvii. 11. Heb. xi. 13. 3 
3 Dent. vii. 1. Exod. . 1 Edd f. 9, &e: 


+» * 


Sir Iſaac for entertaining it; being grounded 


for by the ſame Reaſon he might as well 


make their Slavery the more rigorous 3. A 


to ſuffer themſelves to be treated the worſe 


[ 
5 
: 
N 
1 
4 


with 4is Princes or great Courtiers arou 
him. About two hundred Years after,; 


ber of ſeventy Perſons, we have a more py 


yer in about two hundred Years more, ya 


ſuperior i in Power and Numbers to a King 


Egypt ; as it muſt have becn gathered | i 
haſte and marched on "ſo ſhort a' warning 


| (38). 
repreſented a8 a formed and eſtabliſhed Mg 
'narchy : For we read of Pharaoh ts Kin 


Jacob's Deſcent into Apt, when the whoj 
Poſterity of Abraham reached only the Nun 


ticular Deſcription of the Wealth and flo 


Tiſhing Condition of that Kingdom 2. An reat 


ext { 
earn 
p ha 
at th 


ſuppoſe the ſinall Family of Facob to be grow 


dom founded ſo many Ages before; whid 
all this while had held them in Bondage an 
Slavery, and employed them in conſt 
Drudgery and hard Labour. 

Again, conſider the Circumſtances of thei 
Flight from Egypt. Pharaoh repenting ( 
the Leave he had given them, purſues then 
with /ix hundred choſen Chariots 3 , and, as J 
fephns adds, with fifty thouſand Horſe, andi 
hundred thouſand Fout 4, Which yet could o 
Iy be a fmall Part of the military Force 0 


With this Force; according to the ſame Hi 
torian, he hemmed them in in ſuch a mat 
ner between the Mountains and the Water 
that they muſt all have been infallibly cut of 


2 Gen. xii. 1 * gh 2 Gen. xlvi, &c, 5 Exod. tiv. 
* * 2. K. 15. 3, &c C 
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ad not a Paſſage been opened to them of a 
adden, either miraculouſly or accidentally 
ire the Red Sea. So that taking the Ac- 
round ant from Scripture and the Jews themſetues, 
here cannot be any ground for a Compariſon 
f the Power and flouriſhing Condition of the 
wo Nations. | IM 


reatneſs of the « Egyptian Nation: Let us 


arning and Wiſdom, which I ſuppoſe them 
o have had in Moſes's time. Why he ſays, 
at the Invention of Letters was aſcribed by 
be Egyptians to Thoth, Secretary to King 
rie; who was the ſame Perſon as Bacchus,as 
oftris, as Seſac or Shiſac who plundered the 
empleo, Feruſalem in the time of Rehoboam * : 
ind conſequently that they were ſo far from 
awing any Learning, that they had not cven 
ie uſe of Letters till about Solomon's Reign. 
ut how does he prove all this? why, by 


ys he, lived about the ſame time; were all 


eat Conquerors; carried their Conqueſts as far 
India; all left Pillars with Inſcriptions,&c. 
hd therefore all three muſt be the ſame King, 
this King can be no other than Seſac 2. And 


le might as well have ſaid, that they muſt all 


Reply, P. 43. Newt. Chron, p- 210. 
Newt. ibid. p. 193. 


This, Sir, is what Sir 1/aac's Diſcoveries a- 
nount to with regard to the Hrength and 


jext ſee what he has demonſtrated againſt the 


geer Conjecture: Oſiris, Bacchus, Seſoſtris, 


Ungs of Aypt; potent by Land and Sea ; ali 


| | (ﬆ) 
be the ſame with Alexander the Great, ſinc: 
much the ſame Actions are attributed alſo t 
him. | 
1 ſhall not trouble myſelf. with examining 
this Conjecture any further, than as it con- 
cerns the Fact I am engaged to ſupport, thx 

the AÆgyptians had Arts and Learning among 
them .. the time of Seſac or Rehoboam. Ani 
how is it poſſible to imagine that ſo great 
Kingdom as ec /£gypt, which, as we learn from 
Scripture, had flouriſhed for about a thouſand 
Years from the time of Abraham to Shiſy, 
ſhould thro' all that Period want not only thi 
 wſe of Letters, but almoſt all the other Am 
and Inventions uſeful to Life; whilſt the pet 
ty State of the Fews bordering ſo cloſely up 
them, had all this while the familiar uſe d 
them all? Ofrzs according to the Ancient; 
and his Wife is, invented the Culture of th 
Vine; Phyfick ; Sowing and Ploughing, &'. 
Now, if Sir 1/aac's Conjecture be true, the) 
muſt have lived without Medicine, Corn u 
Wine till the time of Shzſac or Solomon, whill 

et we know certainly from Scripture thi 
they had Phyſicians and Plenty of Corn, ner 
ſeven hundred Years before in Foſeph's time“ 

In the Book of Fob, which is ſuppoſed b 
many to be older than Moſes himſelf, the 
of Letters and Writing is repreſented 3s 1 


2 Diod. Sic. I. 1. p. 14. It. p. 22. It. Euſeb. Prep. Ev. p 2 
40. 2 Gen, I. 2. It. xlii. © : 5 


thing 


[ 8x 1 
thing of long and ancient ſtanding *. And 
the 1/raelites themſelves at their coming our 
of  AEgypt, were not only acquainted with 
Letters, but all the common Arts and Sciences 
uſeful ro Life; which are not yet ſpoken of 
15 new or lately invented, but referred to as 
things vulgar and of old familiar ro them, 
Moſes, we know, wrote down the Words of the 
Lord a; and Faſbus wrote the Covenant he made 
with the People in the Book of the Law3 : Bur 
they had written to little purpoſe, had not 
writing been known before, and in common uſe 
with the People; who were in Poſſeſſion like- 
wiſe of all the other Arts, as Building, Statu- 
ay, Sculpture, cutting and ſetting of precious 
Stones, working in all ſorts of Metals, Embroi- 
deny, Needlework 4. Now, where can we ima- 
gine them to have learnt theſe Arts? In fight- 
ing their way thro? an Enemy's Country; or 
in the Wilderneſs 2 That's impoſſible : Or 
was Moſes the Inventor of them? That's as 
impofſible as the others : For in the Hurry 
and unſettled State they were in, they had 
neither Ability nor Leiſure to invent or learn 
any thing: Nor is it credible that the Scripture, 
which fo carefully relates every other great 
Action of Moſes, could have been filent on 
ſuch an occaſion, and omitted to give him 


Job xix. 23. viii. 8. 2 Exod; xxiv. 4. 3 Joſh, xxiv. 26. 
+ Exod. xxxvi. &. 5 Moſem multi frivolis rationibus dui 
ſeribendi auctorem faciunt. Kirch. Ob. Pam. I. 1. 2. 


the 
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the Glory of Inventions ſo uſeful and neceſſary 
to the Life of Man. So that tis as evident 
and certain, as both Reaſon and Hiſtory can 
make it, that Moſes and the Children of Ifral 
eame furniſhed and provided out of An 
not only with Letters and the ule of J/ritng, 
but all the other Arts and Sciences. 

Beſides, it was conſtantly objected to the 
FZews by their Enemies; that they were 9 
all Barbarians the moſt rude and illiterate, aud 
the only People in the World who had never can. 
tributed any ſhare to the common Benefit of May. 
kind, by the Invention of any thing new or uſt 
ful to Life * : This was their Character in 
the World: And Joſephus is ſo far from confy. 
ting it, that he owns the Charge; and excuſes i 
from the Nature and Policy of their Govern } 
ment, which obliged them to ſuch an imm. 
table and inviolable obſervance of their Law, 
that they were reſtrained and crampt from 
attempting and ſtriking out any thing new. 
But if Joſephus had dreamt of what Sir [ſaa;, 
you ſay, has now diſcovered, how readily could 
he have anſwered, that the Charge was ſo 
far from being true, that he could demonſtrate 
the Zews to be the very Authors and Inventors 
not only of Letters and Writing, but of al 


1 *APviceTv tures Tay Gf HA; xe A redre und i; mr gin 
dete ufa wires. Joſ. con. Ap. l. 2. c. 14. 5 

2 Obey oh xa; 2 TgoPipopurrer ia b , r Lahve, T9 0) fr 
rainy ev, Ac. Jol. ibid. c. 20. 


2 other 
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other Arts and Sciences in the World; and to 
have had the actual Uſe and Poſſeſſion of 
them for at leaſt five hundred Years before 
they were known in e /Zgypt + Which tho 
contrary to Scripture and the Teſtimony of 
all Hiſtory, is yet the neceſſary Conſequence 
of what you call Sir Jaac's Demonſtrations. 

Thus, inſtead of expoſing the Falſbood of 
my Hiſtorical Facts, as you had undertaken in 
your Title Page, you have expoſed nothing 
at laſt but your own Ignorance both of Sa- 
med and Profane Antiquity ; for to thoſe who 
have any Acquaintance with either, tis im- 
poſſible co place the Origin of Letters and | 
Arts in e /Egypt, ſo low as Solomon's time. | 

But you inſult me ſtill further with Sir 
Iaar's Diſcoveries, and charge me with two 
Miſtakes more, made in open Defiance of 
them : Firſt, for affirming the Golden Calf 
made by Aaron to be nothing elſe but the p- 
tian God Apis. Whereas Sir {ſaac, you lay, 
has proved, that Apis was no other Perſon than 
Hheſtris or Shiſac, who reigned in the Days of 
Solomon . Tis ſtrange, that I muſt not be 
thought Orthodox here, where I have the 
Concurrence of all the beſt Writers both An- 
nent and Modern to (ſupport my Opinion =, 


Tov pin Reply, p. 46. ©= Hanc opinionem adſtruit Philo, Tar- 

1 zum Hieroſoly mitanum, Lactantius, Hieronymus, Kircherus, 

N 1 dochartus, & Auctores ab eo citati, quibus accedit Grotius, &c. 
Pencer de Leg. Heb. I. 1. p. 21. 


ther | * 1 Philo 
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Philo tells us, that they turned the Abſence i 


Moſes to an Occaſion of Impiety, and forgetful 
of the true God, ſet themſelves to copy the ſil 
Fictions of «Egypt, and having made a Goltn 
Calf after the Pattern of an Animal eſteem 
the moſt ſacred in that Country, they offered in- 
pious Sacrifices, accompanied with abommatl: 
dancing and ſinging. Which, as all Men of 
Learning obſerve, are the very Inſtances of 
the Worſhip paid to the God Apis. 2 Monſiun 
Rollin, in his ſhort Hiſtory of the Ancient 
e Egyptians, ſays, that the Golden Calf ſet i 
by the Iſraelites, was the effect of their Abu 
in Egypt, and an Imitation of their Gui 
Apis, as well as thoſe which were after uad 
ſet up by Feroboam. 3 And a Proteſtant Au 
thor quoted above, who never allows any thing 
that an orthodox Man can poſſibly deny, yet 
owns, that it was in Imitation of the Ag. 
tian Apis, that the Golden Calf was made u 
the Wilderneſs 4. | 

But ſhould we admit, you ſay, that the A. 
gyptian Apis was worſhipped as early, as It 
preſent it, yet there are no grounds ow Seri 


Philo de Vita Moſ. p. 677. 2 Probatione id non 
indiget ; cum & ritus in conflando vitulo adhibiti, tripudi, 
convivia chori, &c. id ſatis ſuperque demonſtrent — Kirche. 
Oedip. Egyp. T. 1. p. 300. It. Spenc. ib. 8 Sec An 
tient Hiſt. of the Ægyp. done into Engl. p. 42. 4 Itaque 
eredibile eſt jam antiquitùs tempore Iſraelitarum fuiſſe Idolun, 
eujus imitamine vitulum in deſerto fecerunt — Leidel. de 
Rep. Hebr. p. 1 50. 


tult 
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| ure Story to conclude, that the Golden Calf inthe 


Wilderneſs had any Reference to that Worſhip - 
Or that the God or Gods which the Fews in- 
tended 10 a under that Image, were any 
egyptian Gods. Now this ſhews the little 
Acquaintance you have with Scripture, as well 
25 the little Attention you pay to Reaſon and 
the Senſe of Things: The Hraelites had no 
ſooner got clear of the e_/Zgyprians, than they 
fell to the making and worſhipping of Idols: 
The Queſtion is, what ſor? of Idols it was, that 
they were ſo fond of worſhipping : And does 
not Senſeand Reaſon, and even Neceſſity teach 
us, that they could be no other, than what 


they had been ſo long acquainted with, and 
worſhipping for about two hundred Years be- 


fore ? For the learned Spencer has ſhewn, that 


during their Abode in e they complied 
with all the Cuſtoms and Idolatry of the Coun- 


try, But Zhere's no ground, you ſay, from 
Scripture Story to make this Concluſion : This 
is (till ſtranger, that one who undertakes to 
defend Scripture with ſuch Gravity, ſhould 
betray ſo great an Ignorance of Scripture Sto- 
): For nothing is more clear and certain or 
more frequently inculcated in Scripture Story, 
than that the Idolatry, by which they ſo oft 


provoked God to puniſh them, and their Lea- 


ders and Prophets to reproach them, was 


Reply, p. 47+ » De Leg. Hebr. I. 1. p. 20. 


ſuch 


ſuch as their Fathers had learnt and prafiiſ 
in /Egypt. To give an Inſtance or two ou 


of many. 


Foſbua, a little before his Death, very ps. 
therically exhorts them, to put away the Gui, 
which their Fathers ſerved on the other ſide of 
the Flood and in Apt. And when they 
were in Poſleſfion of the promiſed Land, the 
ſame Inclination to the Idols of e_/Zgypt ſil 
continued, as we find by the Reproofs of al 
the Prophets, on this very Account. They 
ſaid I unto them, caſt ye away every Man iht 
Abominations of his Eyes, and defile not you 
ſelves with the Idols of c/Egypt. But thy 
rebelled againſt me neither did they forſatt 
the Idols of Egypt ** All which is confirmed 
again by the Teſtimony of St. Stephen, if that 
have any weight with you, who mentions thi 
very Caſe of the Golden Calf, as an Example 
and Proof of their turning back again in then 
Hearts into «_/Eg yþt 3. 

The ſecond Miſtake you urge me with on this 
Head, is for aſſerting Kircher to have ſhewn, 
that Hieroglyphicbs or the ſacred Characters of 
e Egypt were invented and uſed before Moſes" 
Time. But Sir Iſaac, you ſay, has ſhewn the 
contrary ; that Thoth, the reputed Inventor 
thoſe Hieroglyphicks was Contemporary with 
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S-foftris or Shiſac, who plundered the Temple of 
Jeruſalem in the Reign of Rehoboam: And that 
Maſes therefore could not borrow, as I intimate, 
the Hieroglyphick of the Serpent from the 
eAEgyptians*. And here the Reader will 
obſerve another remarkable Inſtance of what 1 
have more than once mentioned, vi⁊. your raſh 
ind partial way of forming your Notions from 
Straps and ſeparate Quotations, without conſi- 
dering with any Care the very Authors you 


moſt admire. For tho' Sir aac aſſerts Thoth, 


th vho lived according to his Account in the time 
your Wo Solomon, to have been the Inventor of com- 
they vn Letters and Writing *, yet he is fo far 
rſate ¶ com aſcribing to him the Invention of Hiero- 
med MH Dhichs, that he declares in expreſs terms, 


thar the Hieraglyphical way of writing ſeems to 
hve ſpread into lower ec Egypt Ae the 
Days of Moſes, and that ſome Reference is 
made to it in the ſecond Commandment, which 
mohibizs the wor ſhipping of God under the 


1 this bse of Birds, Beaſts and Fiſhes 3. 
en, I ſhall conclude this Article with a Paſſage 
rm Dr. Spencer, who has examined this 


Wueſtion with more Diligence, and treated 
with more Learning and judgment than 
ny Man. The myſtical way of Writing in 
We with the e_Afgyptians, bears much Reſem- 
lance, ſays he, to that of the Hebrews. This 


Reply, p. 48. 2 Newt. Chron. p. 210. 3 Ibid. p. 22 5. 
oferts . CE he 
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he conſirms by the Authority of Franciſcu no 
Valeſius, and Clemens of Alexandria, and then W 
ſubjoins the following Remark. ¶ hence coms Sh. 
it then, that this «_/AEnigmatical Stile of th WM anc 
Egyptians and the Hebrews is found ſo exall. / 
ly alike ; but that God had fo contrived his Lau 
and its ſacred Rites, that they might ſuit, ut 
far as was poſſible, the Taſte and Uſage of tha 
Ape? For no Man who has any * 
can think, that the e_/Egyptians were in thi; 
Caſe the Diſciples and Halber vers of the eus 
ſince tis allowed on all hands, that the Hier. 
glyphical Literature was ancienter than Moſs, 

and that the e AEgyptians long before his Tine 

uſed to cover their ſacred Dottrimes under tht 

Feil of Symbols and Myſtical Figures *. 
And thus, Sir, after all Sir Jaac's Dem. 

ftrations, and your Deſcant upon them, I ſul 

once more venture to affirm that c Agypt wa 

in Moſes s Time a great and flouriſhing Ning. 
dom, à learned and polite Nation. 

The laſt Hiſtorical Fact, you take notice 6, 
advanced, as you lay *, againſt the Truth, is 
the Confuſion of Languages at Babel. But hon 
is this a Fact of my advancing ? I have indeed 
made an Obſervation or two on the common 
way of explaining it; and tis this you conteli 
with me, contrary to your own Declaration 


| De Legib. Heb. L. 1. c. 15. P. 211, 232. Rep. P. 5. 
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eh not the Fact itſelf, but my Reaſoning about it. 
nen which ſhews, as Ive already hinted, the lo- 
mm; Shifts you are put to, to blow up the Envy 
th WY and Clamour you would raiſe againſt me. 
aft. And here I muſt again put the Reader in 


mind, chat 1 am far from forming, as you call 


„ i any peremptory Judgment againſt the Moſaic 
that WY Story of Babel. All that I attempred in my 
ment Letter, was to ſhew the Raſhneſs and Impru- 
\ this dence of Dr. Water lands way of defending it, 
ews, in denying all manner of probability or colour 
Tiers WM of Reaſon ro any Objections that could be 
Moſes WY made to it: And as I have proved againſt the 
Tim: WM Doctor and yourſelf, that the diſper/ion of Man- 
or the WY find and peopling of the World, muſt of courſe 
be the certain and neceſſary effect of an encrea- 
em in; Multitude, flowing from the Reaſon and 
1 (hall Nature of Things, excluſive of any Miracle or 
bt u We extraordinary Inter poſition of God; fo what 
. pretend to ſhew now, is, that the Yariety of 
Languages may with ſome colour of Reaſon and 
Probability be accounted for too in the ſame 
may, as the natural and neceſſary Conſequence 
at ſuch Diſperſion. 

Lets conſider Mankind in its infant State, 
d yet but one Family, tho' daily growing and 
acreaſing ſo faſt, as to be forced in Proportion 
o that Encreaſe to break off and ſeparate 
rom each other into ſeveral Parties or Colo- 
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nies in queſt of freſh Quarters and Proviſions, 


That this muſt needs be the caſe of ſuch x 
Multitude has already been ſhewn from the 


Nature of Things; and twas from the fame | 


Neceſſity of Nature, that the Nations of th 
Earth were divided or peopled, as the Scry- 
ture lays, by the Sons of Noah”. 

Now as this Diſperſion muſt have hay. 
pened, whilſt Mankind was yet rude and bar 


| barous, unacquainted with Arts and Sciences 


and even the common Inventions and Con- 


veniencies of Life; ſo the Production of ſuch 
Arts, the Improvement of re and 


Science, and the new Demands of Life daily 
ariſing muſt neceſſarily produce a new La- 
guage in each ſingle Nation or ſeparate Peo- 

le, unknown in a great meaſure to the relt 
of their Fellow Creatures. For as Names 
are generally but arbitrary Signs, not drawn 
from the Nature or Qualities of the Thing 
themſelves, but formed by Fancy or Acci- 
dent and confrr ed by Ule ; fo every thing 
new muſt neceſſarily create not only a new 
Name, but a different one too from what the 
ſame thing, when invented, would obtain ina 
different People. 

And thus a Difference of Languages being 
once eſtabliſhed, rhe Mixture and Compoſition 
of ſeveral of them together, which follows 
of courſe from Conqueſts and the familiar 


. 
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Intercourſe of different Nations, is another 
inexhauſtible Source and Cauſe of multiply- 
ing that ſame Variety; juſt as the various 
changing and mixing the different Sounds of 


Bells produce an infinite Variation and Diſtinc- 


tion of their Muſick. ; 
This ſhort Hint of the Origin of Languages 
may ſuffice to ſhew the Folly of your aſſert- 
ing it to be impoſſible, that there could have 
been ſuch a Variety of them in the World, un- 
leſs from fome ſuch Confuſion as happened at 
Babel*. The Reaſon you alledge for that In- 
poſſibility is trifling, without any Foundation in 
Fact or Truth: For you ſay, that if no ſuch Mi- 
racle had happened, the things which are of 
moſt common uſe in Life, and which all Men are 
every Day ſpeaking of, could never have come in 
different Languages to be expreſſed by Words, 
which have not the leaſt Affinity with one ano- 
ther. But do not we (ce the ſame thing to 
have actually happened in all, the modern Lan- 
guages of the World, chat are as it were but of 
Yeſterday's riſe and ſtanding ; that by mixing 
andblending the Sounds of concurring Nations 
new Names have been formed for the moſt ne- 
eſſary Things of Life, as well as the molt ob- 
vious Parts of the Body: 3 
One Part of Italy anciently called the Month, 
Stoma; the other Parr, Os : now all call it 
Bocca; in French Bouche. 


1 Reply, p- 52. | | | 
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One Part called the Eye, Ophthalmus ; the 
other Oculus: all now call it Occhio; in 
French Oeil. 385 e er 

One Part called the Ear, Ouar; the other 
Auris: all now Orecchio; in French Oreill, 

&c. | ** | 
Now the grand Queſtion you ask is, What 
could tempt Men to create new Words, where 
they had old ones before, eſpecially in things if 
common uſe, whoſe Names were every Day u 
every Man's Mouth? The Anſwer is very caly: 
It was the natural and neceſſary Murability 
of all human Things, that forced them by de- 
grees to change their old Words for the mot 
prevailing Sounds of ſuch People, as had then 
got the Superiority or principal Rule in the 
Country ; an Effect that will always follow the 
ſame Cauſe: And ſhould Italy or France be 
again conquered by Barbarians, Tartari 
Turks, &c. a new Language would neceſſarily 
ariſe from ſuch an Event; and e Names tor 
the moſt common Things of Life, neither Bai. 
barian nor Italian, but a Jumble and Mixtur 
— 9 5 
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And thus, Sir, I have gone thro all your Ca. 
vils tomy Letter, without finding the leaſt Proof 
or Overt · act of the [fidelity you charge me 
with, beſides my daring to differ from Dr. 
Waterland and yourſelf about the Mode af 
- explaining ſome Circumſtances of the Moſai 


1193 ] 
Hiſtory. One great Part of the Letter you 
make ſo free with is employed in Defence of 
the Chriſtian Religion againſt Infidelity ; on 
ſuch a Plan as I then thought and till think 
the moſt effectual to confute the Author I had 
todo with, and expoſe the Vanity of thoſe Prin- 
hat Wi ciples by which he hopes to overturn Chriſti- 
here WY anity : And as our Saviour himſelf, when 
charged abſurdly with the caſting out of Devils 
un the Power of the Devil, ſhews the Folly of 
ay: that Calumny by one plain Obſervation, that 
ilitn WY « Houſe divided Aa it ſelf cannot ſtand; ſo 
de- is filly and abſurd to imagine, that I ſhould 
note ake ſuch Pains ro deſtroy the Credit of a 
then Writer, who deſerves fo well of Infidels, had 
the been of the Number myſelf, or inclined to 
the lit into that Service. Bur I am fo far from 
te be {WE favouring fidelity, that I ſhould be heartily 
tar ¶ glad to A an Anſwer to Chriſtianity as Old, 
arily Kc. on a better Plan and Foundation than 
es for hat I have propoſed; But as I am very cer- 
Ba. nin, that this has not yet been done by Dr. 
ture ¶¶ Vaterland; fo T am as ſure, by the Specimen 

ou have given us, that it can never be done 
by yourſelf. 

As I am a Stranger to your Name and Cha- 
nter, and have no other Light to form a 


e me Nudgment of you by, but the Merit of the 
1 Dr. Piece J have been examining; fo your inju- 
de af Nous and inſolent manner of treating me 


In that Piece, as an Infidel and an Enemy to 
= Chr iſtianity; 


[94]. 
Chriſtianity ; a wilful Depraver of Factt au 
Quotations, will fully juſtify any Freedom o 
Severity of Expreſſion I may have uſed in 
this neceſſary Defence of mylelf ; in which, 
however, if I have done you any Injuſtic 
I ſhall always be ready, upon better Inform. 
tion and Acquaintance with you, to mak: 
you all the Amends and Satisfaction, that 
can be required from one, who in this, 2 
well as every other Controverſy, he may be 
engaged in, profeſſes to have no other Ms. 
tive, View or Intention whatſoever, than to 
ſearch freely and imparrially for the Truth. 
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